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PULLS SHOWS MOST BELCIANS AGAINST DEPLOYMENT OF U.S. MISSILES 
LD270927 Brussels LE SOIR in French 19-20 Oct 80 p 3 
[Umattributed report: "The Majority of Belgians Do Not Want the Missiles"] 


[Text] An opinion poll published by our colleague L'EVENEMENT comes at an oppropriate 
time to give a casting vote in the quarrel dividing the political class as to the 
appropriateness of accepting U.S. missiles on Belgian territory. This opinion poll 
carried out by INUSOP among 2,000 people shows that 41.7 percent of our compatriots are 
opposed to the deployment of U.S. missiles in our country while 25.8 percent are in 
favor; those who said they did not know came between the two with 72.5 percent. 


It should be noted that the wording of the question strove to express what is at stake 
in the debate as clearly as possible since it read: “In view of the Soviet missiles 
deploved in Europe, do you think that Belgium should agree to the deployment of U.S. 
missiles on its territory?” 


There is no antagonism between the communities on this issue: The figures are almost 
identical for the country's three regions. 


It is in other spheres that the differences are more clearly seen: Only 20 percent of 
women answered “ves™ to the question as against almost 32 percent of men. There was 
also a marked age difference: The answer “yes"™ was low among those under 25 years old 
(16.5 percent) and those over 65 years old (23 percent). It achieved its best score 
in the group of people between 35 and 45 vears old (31.3 percent). 


The workers are massively opposed to the deployment of the missiles (46.5 percent). 
The “veses"” win, by a narrow margin however, among caJres and professional people (37.7 
percent as against 35.4 percent). 


Finally the “yeses" and “noes” were largely divided as expected over the political 
spectrum: From the Communists (84 percent said “no") to the French-speaking Liberals 
(55 percent said “ves"). Strangely enough, the majority of their Flemish colleagues 
in the Party of Freedom and Progress said “no” (40.3 percent against 26.9 percent). 
Is this the effect of Mr Van Miert's personal influence? Nonetheless there were more 
“yeses” among French-speaking Sucialists (29 percent) than among Flemish Socialists 
(17.3 percent). 





LE SOIR EXAMINES BELGIAN EFTORTS TOWARD REGIONAL DISARMAMENT 
LD271025 Brussels LE SOIR in French 22 Oct 80 p 3 


{[Unattributed report: “Belgium's Action Within United Nations To Promote Regional 
Disarmament ™] 


[Text] While Belgium is takin; part in various actions to promote disarmament--at the 
Vienna talks, in the disarmament committee in Geneva or in the framework of the CSCE 
conference--it has instigated its own initiative within the United Nations: The study 

or regional disarmament. It was this fact that Foreign Minister Nothomb stressed on the 
occasion of disarmament week organized by the United Nations and due to start on 24 October. 


This was how he presented the study on all aspects of regional disarmament carried out 

by a group of 10 government experts under the chairmanship of a Belgian--Ambassador Albert 
Willot. This document, which has just been completed and will be sent to the UN secretary 
general in November, has been adopted unanimously--a fact which deserves to be emphasized. 
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This study describes the significance, value, advantages and resources of the regional 
approach to disarmament and arms control. It reviews all past and present efforts in 
order to learn the appropriate lessons from them. It examines the bases of regional 
disarmament, in other words the principles and directives on the basis of which efforts 
in this sphere should be made. It comprises a list of disarmament and arms control 
measures which, according to the circumstances, could lend themselves to a icegional 
approach. 


This list of measures covers the nuclear sphere as well as the conventional spheres 
and ranges from the most ambitious to the most modest measures. 


It seems that no disarmament cr arms control measure has any meaning unless it fully 
respects the principle of undiminished security for all the states concerned, individually 
and collectively. This truism is equally valid at world and regional level. 


In addition any regional disarmament or arms control effort must remain compatible 
with efforts being made at world level, in the context of progress toward the ultimate 
objective of general and complete disarmament. 


Similarly, regional disarmament can only result from the association of states, motivated 
by fairly convergent cr parallel security interests, in one “region” for the needs of 
study, negotiation and implementation of specific disarmament or arms control measures 

on their territories and/or in their armed forces. 


These are all questions which the study carried out by the experts examines in detail. 


Mrs Gastaut, director of the UN bureau in Brussels, has also referred to the celebration 
of disarmament week proclaimed by the UN General Assembly and the importance of mobilizing 
public opinion at a time when the arms race will swallow up $500 billion (15,000 billion 
Belgian francs) in 1980. 


DPA: NETHERLANDS MINISTER ON GDR MEASURES, POLAND, NATO MISSILES 
LD261552 Hamburg DPA in German 1447 GMT 26 Oct 80 


[iext!] Stuttgart (DPA)--Netherlands Fore‘gn Minister Christoph Van Der Klaauw has criti- 
cized the latest demarcation measures by the GDR. Nevertheless, the West ought to continue 
to try and obtain a “positive reply from the Eastern siie™ at the CSCE follow-up meeting 

in Madrid both as regards disarmament as well as human rights and economic cooperation, 

the minister said on Sunday evening in an interview for South German Radio. 


Van Der Klaauw also warned against interfering in Poland. Only in that wav could 

genuine results be achieved in Madrid. Bonn and The Hague agree on continuing the policy 
of detente. The minister affirmed the Dutch Government's resolution of deciding on the 
deployment of NATO medium-range missiles in Holland at the end of next year. An important 
yardstick will be the state of negotiations between the United States and Soviet Union. 
"If there is going to be no progress, then the Netherlands will have to adopt the 
resolution and join in,” Van Der Klaauw said. 


An editorial version of the interview was prereleased to DPA. 
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GENSCHER COMMENTS ON INTERNATIONAL, DOMESTIC ISSUES 


DW241423 Bonn DIE WELT in German 24 Oct 80 pp 1-3 





jPeter Boenisch and Ulrich Lueke undated interview with Federal Foreign Minister Hans- 
Dietrich Genscher in Bonn] 


[Text] WELT: Many people say that detente policy has failed, and you, Mr. Foreign 
Minister, say that there must be a “realistic detente policy.” Do you still maintain this 
position after “he latest developments? 


Genscher: Ever since I took charge of the office of foreign minister I have underscored 
the necessity of a realistic detente policy. This is intended to mean two things: First, 
detente policy is possible only on the basis of the alliance and the European Community. 
Second, detente policy must also include setbacks in its calculations. Interpreting 
detente policy in this way I am for the continuation of a realistic policy of relaxation 
ot tensions. But, this must be wanted by both sides. Unilateral mitigation of tensions 
is not feasible. 


WELT: Nobody has any objection to a careful German foreign policy, especially with 
Germany being divided. But don't you think that the East needs to be told that it cannot 
have both delimitation in rolitics and economic cooperation? 


Genscher: Delimitation cannot and must not be answered with delimitation on our part. 
Viewed from this angle it would be utterly wrong were we to repay the measures of the 
Eastern side in kind. We would thereby play into the hands of the promoters of delimita- 
tion in the East. This is why a clearly recognizable intention to cooperate must be 
counterposed to delimitation. 


Economic problems will increasingly determine the policy of the communist states, of the 
Warsaw Pact states. The economic problems row being admitted in the Soviet Union form 
but the tip of the iceberg, if I may put it that way. In assessing this state of affairs 
it is necessary to keep in mind, however, that economic cooperation between West and East 
is not a one-way street for advantages leading from East to West. Granted, there is also 
considerable interest in cooperation on the Western side. However, the West would be 
neglecting its own interests if it were to make itself dependent, for instance, by 
trading with the East too strongly under the aspect of safeguarding jobs, or in the 
energy sector by allowing the East to provide such a large proportion so that dependence 
ensues. Neither case applies, at least not as far as the Federal Rpublic is concerned. 


WELT: So vou believe that after the U.S. elections the Soviet Union will return to a 
policy of coexistence as a result of economic circumstances and discontinue the present 


course of confrontation? 


Genscher: I believe the West must push the Soviet Union into a situation where it has to 
decide whether it wants cooperation or confrontation, doing so by means of a clear wish 
for cooperation in all fields. 


WELT: Do you see a chance that this will succeed? 


Genscher: After all, the communique following the Warsaw Pact foreign ministers’ meeting 
indicates the intention to cooperate on the East bloc's part in an important field: arms 

control and disarmament. This must now prove its worth in practice. We wi | know at the 
end of the Madrid conference what this is all about. The other side must be taken at its 
word, in the full knowledge that the disarmament dialogue between West and East may have 

a great stabilizing effect. 
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This also is the reason why the Western alliance advocates calling a European disar- 
mament conference, the activation of the MBFR negotiations in Vienna, U.S.-Soviet 
negotiations on medium-range weapons and the ratification of SALT II. The test for 

all this will be whether the East will be receptive to the Western proposals to agree 

on confiden~e-building measures for all of Europe--meaning the inclusion of the entire 
European part of the Soviet Union. Exempting the Soviet Union would not only be at odds 
with the Helsinki final act, but would also be violating the principle that confidence 
is indivisible, even regionally. 


WELT: You say “confidence-building measures." Do you mean to say that you do not expect 
an invasion of Poland by the Soviets? 


Genscher: We should do everything to avoid giving the other side any pretext for that 
as a result of our behavior. 


WELT: That is a very cautious answer. Does this mean that the climax of the glacial 
period we are having in Europe has not vet been reached? 


Genscher: I would not want to talk of a glacial period. We should avoid conjuring it up 
by talking about it. 


WELT: Are you, who was born in Sachsen-Anhalt, hit particularly hard by the fact that 
the mandatory currency exchange aggravates inter-Germar contacts? 


Genscher: I hope that everybody in our country takes it equally hard. But perhaps I can 
muster special understanding for the needs of the Germans in the GDR. We are aware that 
historical developments in the world today are oriented toward three factors: the right 
to self-determination, human rights and overcoming obstacles rather than creating new 
trenches and borders. In this respect we are on the side of progress. 


WELT: Let us shift to domestic policy, Mr. Genscher. What is the motto for the next 4 
years of social liberal government? 


Genscher: I think you should not view these 4 vears only in relation to the duration of 
a lezislative period. There is some truth indeed in what people sav, namely, that the 
policy of the eighties will be shaped in these years. 


To start with foreign policy, we must be a veritable advocate of cooperation in the world, 
and despite all adverse developments we must try time and again to turn the eighties into 
a decade of disarmament. Our saving that we do want this disarmament but that we are not 
dreamers who believe that disarmament is a one-sided affair illustrates that we are not 
harboring any illusions. We advocate the balance of armaments on as low a level as 
possible. Mankind must make the resources availiable for the peaceful development of the 
Third World. This is an historical task. 


WELT: You have answered our question about domestic policy largely with foreign policy 
arguments. Why? 


Genscher: An isolated existence for the FRG is neither conceivable nor possible. The 
limits of the options of our country are largely determined by factors outside the country: 
commitment toward the Third World, energy supply, energy prices, raw material prices and 
so forth. 


WELT: You have always been an Atlantic advocate by conviction. Does the alliance retain 
a special significance for you in the eighties as well? 


Genscher: This is what I meant a while ago when I said that realistic detente is possible 
only on the basis of this alliance. The FRG and the Europeans affiliated with the Atlantic 
alliance must not forget at any time that they are not standing between the great powers, 
but that they are part of the one Western world. 
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European integration would be running after a wrong goa! if tnrough prog. essing towerd 
unification it should want to drift away from the United States. European integratiocr 
has to mean the enhancement of the weight of Europ in the Western alliance as a stead- 
fast part of the Western community. 

WELT: Back to the coalition negotiations, Mr Genscher. The slogan there over and over 
again is austerity. Where do the liberals want to start 

Genscher: We are looking forward to receiving the figures which the finance minister 
will submit to us. There are no taboos as far as we are concerned. I am quite hapr 

to note that my Bundestag faction colleague Hoppe was the first in a long time to draw 
attention to the need for limiting the expansion of the budget. He was initiallw criti- 
cized also from among the coalition; stSsequently he was followed by the CDU and in the 
end even by the bishops" conferen 2 hat 


ce. But he was the one who flashed the signal in t 
respect. We will ceal quite consistently with any realistic austerity proposal in the 
budget. 


WELT: Does this also mean cuts in existing expenditures? 


Genscher: Yes. After all, anybody knows from their own personal life that they must 
examine time and again where austerity can be applied. We did not stage an election race 
filled with promises, and so we do not have the retract any miraculous thirges, either. 


WELT: How about the SPD promise regarding coal and steel pool codetermination rights’ 
Will that codetermination appear in the coalition agreement? 


Genscher: You should not ask me that question. We consider the current state of legis- 
lation as good and correct because the 1976 bill is the most progressive codetermination 
bill in the whole world. We must wait for the SPD suggestions. An SPD-wide suggestion 
does not exist. Important signatures . re missing on the initial motion from the last 
legislative period, such as the signature of Deputy Schmidt-Bergedorf. I respected that 
greatly at the time and I still do. 


WELT: Mr. Genscher, vou have warned particularly against fluctuating majorities when it 
comes to the coal and steel pool. 


Genscn r: I warned against fluctuating majorities in general. If fluctuation becomes a 
routine affair--such things happened at the end of the last legislative period--the 
opposition will rule in the end because it will side with one or the other fovernment 
party. That would not have a positive effect on the government's ability to act, and I 
say therefore that this is more than a procedural matter. It is a matter cf the govern- 
ment coalition'’s ability to act. I prefer to belong to governments which are able to act. 


WELT: You warned simultaneously against falsifying the election results toward the left. 
Genscher: Not simultaneously, but I did. 
WELT: Was there a reason? 


Genscher: No, I spoke in general terms saying: "This is the mission of 5 October 1980." 
On that day the voters decided in favor of the center, of progress, reason and a sense of 
perspective, in other words, not for stagnation. It would therefore be wrong for the 
Union to believe that it was a mandate to march in place. On the other hand, it would be 
wrong for some Social Democrats to think they needed to correct toward the left the deci- 
sion in favor of the center. 


The decision toward the center must materialize in the policy of the coming vears if the 
voter is not to get the impression that the parties of the German Bundestag-- This applies 
not merely to the government parties--have not heard his signal. 
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we were the party which clearly said that we comsider ourselwes a party of the center, 
and it obviously prompted the voters to vote for us. Seen that way it is not merely a 
mission for the FDP, but the two other parties will also have to consider whether they 
shouldn*t also move toward the center. 


I believe in general that it is a most significant task for a liberal party in our con- 
stitutional and social system to bring about ower and over again a concentration of the 
political parties in the center, and mot to create rifts one ‘s familiar with from other 
Western democracies. 


WELT: And yet your statements created public friction with Mr Brandt. Do vow think that 
is a ritual of coalition talks, or is there a fundamental difference’ 


Genscher: One cannot say that there was friction.... I did mot intend to have friction. 
That is not sy way of doing things. I beliewe that Mr Brandt did not want it either. 


WELT: Another politician approached you in your spirit. Franz Josef Strauss said that 
the FDP is their natural coalition partner. What would have to happen for vow to be able 
to say the same about the Union? 


Genscher: I know neither natural nor unnatural coalition partners. * do not want to 
comment on all the statements made by Mr Strauss about the FDP after the elections. In 
doing this I would have to include others, and I do not want to mention those he made 
prior to the elections. I find that there are statements made and signals set for the 
Union camp rather than the FDP. 


WELT: So you do not believe that what the SPD and FDP have in comoon is slowly petering 
out or exhausting itself? 


Genscher: There are new tasks where the ability to rule together will hawe to stand the 
test again. 


WELT: Does the FDP have that ability? One hears, for example, that Graf Lambsdorff did 
not prevail in matters of energy policy. 


Genscher: On the contrary, the energy policy of the federal minister of economics, based 
on the decisions of the Bremen FDP congress and on the election program, was fully confirmed 
in our session on Tuesday. 


WELT: Can vou describe how the FDP could make the numerous SPD and Union voters it won 
in the elections into permanent FDP voters? 


Genscher: If people voted FDP, I can only consider them FDP voters and not CDU or SPD 
voters. But our mission is to have them become permanent FDP voters. In order to do 
this one must know why they voted SPD. For personal reasons? For objeciive reasons? As 
a result of the practical policy of the past 4 years? The most important thing the FDP 
must show is continuity in all fields, ranging from the program to the person. Moreover, 
the FDP must exploit time and its success to eliminate the white dots on the map; it must 
strengthen its organizational structure. 


WELT: [In saying white dots, you mean areas where the FDP is poorly represented or not at 
all.... 


Genscher: Yes, but also areas where we have organizational white dots, and where only the 
unbelievable idealism of our members enabled us to conduct an election campaign, an election 
campaign that was facilitated by the federal party, its federal manager and its secretary 
general who came up with first class material and excellent goals. 
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party was ungrateful, particularly toward this efficient secretary 
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Eli: The secretary general is somewhat bitter. Will Gwenter Verheugen still be in office 
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Genscher: First, he is not bitter, and second, he will be in office. 


WELT: A final personal question: With whos does the human being Censcher and the sinister 
ant to create better relations? 


Genscher: That is particularly difficult to say for a foreign sinister. As a member of 

the Federal Government and as the FDP federal chairman I would like to see us succeed in 

more clearly stressing the objective differences between the parties than in the past, and 

to blow aside the propagandistic clouds of fog. We will then see that the objective differences 
a 


ELT: Aren't there also states with which we previously had very friendly relations, re- 
ations that have somewhat cooled off lately? For example, owr relatiors with I 
be visit of the Israeli foreign sinister help to improve satters” 


Genscher: I will do everything in this respect. I recently said on television in the 
election campaign how much I was depressed by the fact that one sometimes speaks in an 
ice-cold way of German-Israeeli relations, as if our Middle East policy were «a matter of 
a tishery quarrel between New Zealand and Australia. it is important to make the people 
of this country aware of what ties we have with Israel. 


WELT: We wish you success. 
On Relations With GDR 
LD262105 Hamburg DPA in German 1030 GMT 26 Oct 80 


[Text] Bonn, 26 Oct (DPA)--Federal Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher has asked the 
GDR to return to “businesslike cooperation with the Federal Republic on the basis of the 

treaties concluded.” Once this has happened then Bonn also will not hesitate to continue 
efforts at improving inter-German relations at the point where they have been affected by 
measures which the Federal Republic can not condone, Genscher emphasized on Sunday in his 
party's press service. 


The vital precondition for further progress in Deutschlandpolitik for the benefit of the 
peoples in the two German states is, according to the minister, “for neither of the sides 

to make unreasonable demands on each other such as the GDR recently did wis-a-vis the 

Federal Republic.” “Second, nobody sr-uld attempt to undermine or all into question 
agreements jointly adopted, as happened recently with the GDR increasing the minimum exchange 
amount,” Genscher wrote. “Such attempts cannot be accepted in the interest of a realistic 
policy of detente, which must also include the predictability of the partners.” 


The foreign minister recalled that the two states are shouldering a considerable responsi- 
bility for peace, stability and cooperation in Europe. "We know that this is also in our 

interest. We expect that the GDR also will recognize its interests and act in accordance 

with its responsibility.” 
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Progress in inter-German relations will have a positive effect om the climate in Europe. 
Reaction [rweckachritte) will hewe negative effects. In Genscher’s view the GDR leader- 
ship has “obviously been guided by political and not by fiscal motives” in the drastic 
increase in the mininuz exchange amount to be paid by visitors from the West. East 
Berlin obviously thought there was little danger that such steps, aimed at demarcation, 
would ‘eopardize the improvements in East-West relations created with great pains in the 


1370" 
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ENVOY PROTESTS EAST SERLIN RESTRICTIONS ON FRC JOURNALISTS 
LD231720 Bazburg DPA in Cerman 1614 GT 23 Oct 80 


{Excerpt} East Berlin, 23 Oct (DPA)--The head of the permanent mission of the Federal 
Republic in East Berlin, State Secretary Guenter Gaus, protested today against the latest 
work restrictions imposed on West German correspondents, to Karl Seidel, a department 
head in the GDR Foreign Affairs Ministry. According to a spokesman for the sission, 

Gaus referred to the exchange of letters at the end of 1972 om the working conditions 

or jowrnalists in the two states and also to the aims set down in the final act of the 
European security conference for expanding the exchange of information. Seidel rejected 
the protest, it was stated. 


The mission refused to comment on the question of whether the issue of the drastic in- 
creases in the minimum compulsory currency exchange for Western visitors to East Berlin 
and the GDR had been raised. Observers assumed, however, that this subject had been 
broached. 


The GDR Foreign Ministry has prohibited three permanently accredited correspondents from 
the Federal Republic from reporting on the autumn session of the land synod of the 
sachsen Evangelical Church. Contrary to tradition, it was announced that permission 
would have to be granted for this purpose. 


CARSTENS VIEWS GDR MEASURE AS ‘SERIOUS SETBACK" 
LD261212 Hamburg DPA in German 1124 GT 26 Oct 80 


[Text] Bonn, 26 Oct (DPA)--The increase in the compulsory minisum exchange amount when 

traveling to the GDR cannot be simply accepted in the opinion of Federal President 

Karl Carstens. Carstens said on North German Radio [NDR] on Sunday he would welcome it 

if the parties represented in the lower house were to find more common ground concerning 
this question regarding the GDR. 


This “serious setback” to the policy of detente confirmed in the opinion of the federal 
president the doubt which had existed right from the start concerning the communist 
countries’ ability to open up toward the West. Although he was in favor of attempting 
to achieve detente with the East, one would always have to bear in mind “that the East, 
especially the Soviet Union itself, is pursuing this policy of detente with objectives 
which are quite different from ours,” Carstens added. 


THATCHER TO MEET WITH SCHMIDT ON 16-17 Nov 
LD241120 Hamburg DPA in German 1044 GMT 24 Oct 80 


[Text] Bonn (DPA)--The British prime minister, Murgaret Thatcher, is to meet Federal 
Chancellor Helmut Schmidt in Bonn on 16-17 Nowember. The Federal Press Office announced 
today that the meeting is within the framework of the regular German-British consulta- 
tions. The two foreign ministers, Hans-Dietrich Genscher and Lord Carrington, will take 
part in the discussions. 
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FORLANI GOVERNMENT RECEIVES VOTE OF CONFIDENCE 
LD251219 Rome Domestic Service in Italian 1306 GYT 25 OGce 80 


[Summary] “‘orlani’s four-party government has received a wote of confidence in the 
Chamber of Deputies. Of 621 deputies, 612 were present for the votre. The msjority 
required was 307. The result of the vote was 362 in favor and 250 against. with 9 
abstentions from the Liberals. 


Party Statements 
AU251555 Rome ANSA in English 1520 GT 25 Oct 8 


[Excerpt] Rome, 25 Oct (ANSA)--Aye votes were cast by the four government parties, 
Forlani’s Christian Democrats (DC), the Socialists (PSI), Social Democrats (PSD!) and 
Republicans (PRI) plus the representative from the Valdostan. Sallots were cast against 
the coalition by the Communists, Radicals, the members of the independent left in the 
house, the Proletarian Unity ‘arty and the Neofascist MSI. The representatives of the 
tiny right-of-center Liberal arty abstained. On Monday, the confidence debate shifts to 
the Senate and a vote in the upper house is expected for mid-week. 


[Passage indistinct] his reply to confidence debate and before balloting got underway, 
statements vere delivered by each of the parties. The Liberals explained that their de- 
cision to abstain “means confidence but not unconditional confidence”. For the leftwing 
independents, who turned thumbs down on the new coalition, “Forlani’s government progras 

is a general commitment of promises”. The Republicans, the smallest party in the 
coalition, underscored the “seriousness of the economic situation” and the “urgent need 

to continue with a rigorous policy implementing sacrifices and curbing public expenditures”. 


The opposition Radicans linked their vote to the charge that the government program fails 
to “mark a single step forward on the problem ot hunger in the world, on military spending, 
the conditions of young people, the drug problem, nuclear power development, justice and 
the iseve of law enforcement”. 


The Social Democrats, number three in the four-party majority, affirmed that, “this 
government ha. been formed with all the elements necessary for governing well”. The 
Socialists, the nation’s third largest party trailing the Christian Democrats and the 
Communist Party by several percentage points, reconfirmed their desire for a coalition 
which “assures the country democratic leadership and is committed to aseuring the largest 
possible consensus for extending the grassroots of the majority”. 





Tae Neofascist MSI M.P.*s motivated their opposition on what they see as the desire of 
the new government to “endorse the requests of eroups within the coalition to establish 
an understanding for cooperation with the Communists”. The Communists, the major 
opposition alignment, argued that “Forlani’s cabinet, like the one led by Francesco 
Cossiga (whose resignation on September 27 opened the government crisis, e*) does not 
represent an adequate response to the needs of the country”. For the rul ag Christian 
Democrats, “Forlani’s government fits into ordered and democretic devele ment, into 
traditions of growth. It did not arise out of the ashes of the Cossiga government”, 
according to the DC, “but received its legacy”. 


Forlani on Objectives 


AU251608 Rome ANSA in English 1520 GMT 25 Oct 80 


[Text] Rome, 25 Oct (ANSA)--Italian Prime Minister Arnaldo Forlani put in a fresh 
appearance in the lower house today to reply to points raised during the confidence 
debate on his new government program unveiled Wednesday. 
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Still om the domestic front, Forlani cited the goals of “revitalizing the nation's 
institutions, safeguarding democratic law and order, eliminating terrorist and combatting 
crime “s general and broadening the roles of local administrations” 


Priorities for Italy broad, according to the prime minister's statement. will include 
the nation’s “full participation in the European Economic Community and the Atlantic 
sliiance and a higher level of international cooperation is the search for security and 


peace.” 


Forlani went on to devote considerably more attention to italian foreign policy in 
today’s reply as compared to the section dealing with these issues in the platfors 
presented Wecnesdav. “In fact”, the prime sinister said, “the government acrees with 
some recommendations formulated in this assembly for Italy to act on the appropriate 
occasion on initiatives for peace, disarmament, arms shipments, the North-South dialogue 
and development”. 


The new head of government then cautioned that, “these recommendations, however, sust 
not be understood as detrimental to the fundamental ties which assure for our country 
defense guarantees within the framework of joint efforts along with other allies, with 
a limited national burden, and to the prospects of entering intc a political and 
economic area which, we hope, will be increasingiy extended and characterized bv the 
inclusion of other democratic countries oc our continent.” 


Opening up the section of his reply dealing with specific issves raised during the debate, 
Forlani affirmed Italy condemns “anti-democratic regimes which have taken over power and 
wield it in a number of Latin American countries and on other continents”. 


In reference to “judiciary proceedings undervay in South Korea against (opposition leader) 
Kim Tae-jung”, Forlani recalled that at the very beginning cf the trial, the Italian 
Embassy in Seoul “obtained the right to attend the trial, in turn with other European 
Community cclleagues. 


“Concurrenti-” the prime minister reported, “steps have been taken with the authorities 
of that country with the firmness the case requires. Similar steps have been tsken in 
Rome with the Suth Korean Embassy and the government has the precise intention to con- 
tinue applying all possible pressure to save the life of the South's political leader”. 


Moving on to the situation in the Middle East, Forlani referred to the European Community 
Council of Ministers declaration of June this year, “which fully reflects the principles 
and assessment of Italy”, and the prospect for « new three-way summit between Egypt, 
Israel and the United States. 


The prime minister also reiterated “the need for a comprehensive settlement through nego- 
tiations involving all sides, including the Palestine Liberation Organization”. 


The head of government brought up the need for negotiations again when mentioning the 
hostilities between Iran and Iraq. Speaking of Italy’s relations with Iraq, Forleni said 
that all dealings, especially those on the level of scientific and nuclear cooperation, 
“are rigidly subordinated to full respect for Italy's contrectual obligations toward the 
Nonproliferation Treaty”. Dealings with Iraq “for the construction of some naval 

ves ls", the prime minister said, consist of “negotiations underway for some time now 
but rich have rot led te the formalization of a contract”. 
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Berlinguer, Other Leaders’ Remarks 
LD232006 Rome Domestic Service in Italian 1800 GMT 23 Oct 80 


[Excerpt] The Liberal Party has decided to grant Forlani its abstention for the time 
being, a decision taken after much a -gument among the leadership; it is in any case a 
positive factor for the prime minister. Conversely, the Communist Party will remain in 
opposition, which however will be commensurate to the actions of the government. Never - 
theless, it is prepared to contribute to the solution of the country’s most pressing 
problems. This was stated by Enrico Berlinguer, who spoke this morning in the confidence 
debate. The Communists will oppose most firmly any measures or attitudes which they deem 
to be against the interests of the workers. 


However, there is a new signal in the Communists" attitude: The parties which constitute 
the new government, Berlinguer said, recognize that to solve the country's problems and 
to ensure that the country can really be governed, it is necessary to establish a correct 
relationship between government and Parliament, between majority and opposition. In his 
speech the Communist secretary did not spare his criticism of the Socialist Party, which, 
he said, is losing the very features and the stance which had made it an essential conm- 
ponent of the workers movement. 


Magri, secretary of the PDUP [Democratic Party of Proletarian Unity] felt that this 
government did not deserve a different, that is softer opposition, since the Forlani 
government offers in a more organic form the same political line which was launched by 
the Christian Democrats’ congress. 


The MSI [Italian Social Movement] secretary was also very critical of Forlani, whose de- 
cision during the crisis, he said, of consulting only with the Communist opposition meant 
that the dialogue between Christian Democrats and Communists continues, albeit in a semi- 
concealed manner. 


Benedikter of the South Tyrol People’s Party pledged a favorable vote for the government; 
he said that he was somewhat perplexed at the number of commitments made by the govern- 
ment in its program and defined as suspect the snipers who caused Cossiga‘s fall. 

POPE HOLDS "SURPRISE* MEFTING WITH IRANIAN AMBASSADOR 

AU241620 Rome ANSA in English 1610 GMT 24 Oct 


[Text] Vatican City, 24 Oct--Pope John Paul II received in private audience this morning 
the Iranian ambassador to Italy, Mohammad Bagqir Nasirsadat-salami, for a long talk. 


The fact that the pointiff granted the audience to the Iranian diplomatic representative 
accredited to the Rome government rather than to a representative to the Holy See 
generated considerable interest among Vatican watchers. 


At present, Iran's ambassadorial post with the Vatican is vacant and the representation 
is being handled by the interim charge d'affaires, a counselor at the embassy. 


The surprise papal audience for the Iranian ambassador to Italy was connected by these 
observers to widespread speculation on the imminent release of the 52 American hostages 
held in Iran by Islamic militants since 4 November last year. 
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FORMER PRIME MINISTER CAETANO DIES OF HEART ATTACK 
PY262228 Paris AFP in Spanish 2211 GMT 26 Oct 80 


[Text] Rio de Janeiro, 26 Oct (AFP)--Former Portuguese Prime Minister Marcello Caetano 
died here this afternoon as a result of a heart attack. Caetano had been in exile in 
Brazil since May 1974 after a coup d‘etat overthrew Adm Americo Thomaz, the last of the 
presidents of Salazar’s regime. 


SOCIALIST APPEALS FOR JOINT CIVILIAN PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATE 
LD251010 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 1930 GMT 24 Oct 80 


[Text] In connection with the upcoming presidential elections, Aires Rodrigues, leader 
of the Workers’ Party for Socialist Unity-Workers’ Socialist Party, said today that he 
will withdraw from the presidential race if the Socialist and Communist parties decide 
to submit a joint civilian candidate: 


[Begin Rodrigues recording} The Socialist Party's national committee is to discuss again 
this Saturday the stance to be adopted by the party with regard to the presidential elec- 
tions. The PCP for its part is holding a national conference this coming Tuesday to make 
a decision on the same matter. 


For the working people the matter is clear: It was General Ramalho Eanes himself who 
confirmed that 1:35 action over the last 4 years was aimed to open the gates to the right. 
Throughout the country General Eanes is rejected by the working masses. General Eanes 

is in no position to represent the alternative capable of defeating General Soares Carneiro, 
either from the standpoint of the workers’ interests or from the standpoint of the votes 

he may win in the coming elections. Consequently, it is impossible to back General Eanes. 
Mario Soares himself has withdrawn his support for Eanes’ candidacy. 


I therefore appeal to the Socialist Party's national committee and to the PCP's central 
committee and national conference: It is your duty to break with General Eanes imme- 
diately. For you, leading Socialist and Communist members, there is only one thing 

left to do: Get together, agree on a joint civilian candidate, a militant from a workers’ 
party, likely in your opinion to be the one capable of winning the largest number of votes 
necessary to defeat General Soares Carneiro and the other generals. In such an event I 
will--as I have repeatedly stated--withdraw my candidacy. [end recording] 


That was a statement by Aires Rodriques in connection with the upcoming presidential 
elections. 


Meanwhile Lino Lina, tipped by the newspaper O JORNAL today as another presidential 
candidate, has told us that he has never been approached on that, and that all signs 
are that his partv, the PCP, will be backing General Eanes. 


COMMUNIST PARTY OF PORTUGUESE WORKERS TO SUPPORT EANES 
LD260322 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 1930 GMT 26 Oct 80 


[Excerpts] The question of the presidential elections was the only item on the agenda 
of today's meeting of the central committee of the PCTP-MRPP [Communist Party of the 
Portuguese Workers-the Reorganizing Movement of the Party of the Proletariat] at its 
Lisbon headquarters. At the end of the meeting RDP [radio station] was apprised of the 
party's final position on the matter: 


Begin recording) [unidentified speaker] After a comprehensive discussion of the present 
political situation the central committee unanimously decided to lend its support to 
General Ramalho Eanes’ candidacy to a second term of office. 
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The central committee takes the view that the Portuguese people's fundamental goal in 
the upcoming presidential elections will be to elect a candidate with a democratic and 
patriotic program, antifascist and antisocial-fascist, capable of gaining the popular 
vote and thus defeating the Democratic Alliance's fascist candidate, General Soares Carneiro. 


The central committee has stressed that the Democratic Alliance's reactionary coalition is 
hoping, and doing its utmost, to split the democartic forces, worsen the living and working 
conditions of the workers and oppress the Portuguese people, using Soares Carneiro's 
candidacy as a step toward the establishment in Portugal of a new fascist-type regime, a 

new terrorist dictatorship by the monopolies. 

The Democratic Alliance's reactionary coalition is intent on pursuing its counterrevolutionary 
goals, either through the election of its candidate, Soares Carneiro, or by weans of a 
military coup d'etat. 


In these circumstances it is more important thn ever to ensure the unity of the Portuguese 
working class and entire people in order to defeat the Democratic Alliance's putschist 
goals. There are objective political conditions for the consolidation and strengthening 

c* that unity. 


The central committee has denounced the putschist and divisionist maneuver undertaken by 
Dr. Mario Soares--a maneuver rejected by the majority of Socialist Party activists and 
sympathizers--which was aimed at covering up the responsibility that Dr. Mario Soares and 
the Socialist Party leadership must shoulder for the defeat in the 5 October elections, 
and at blaring that deafeat on the current president of the republic, whose image was 

in fact blatantly exploited by the Socialist Party in its election campaign. 


The central committee denounces and condemns the attempts made by the social-fascist party 
of Barreirinhas Cunhal to associate itself with General Ramalho Eanes' candidacy, and takes 
the view that this attempt is aimed at getting the PCP out of the quagmire in which it 
found itself after the electoral defeat of 5 October. 


The central committee stresses that the attempts by the social-fascist party of Barreirinhas 
Cunhal to jump onto General Ramalho Eanes’ bandwagon are endangering his reelection prospects 
and, if not duly denounced and rejected, may contribute to the victory of the fascist 
candidate, General Soares Carneiro. [end recording] 


DEFENSE MINISTRY DENIES RUMORS ON ANTI-AFRICAN INTERVENTION 
LD250240 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 2100 GMT 24 Oct 80 


[Text] The official Angolan news agency today admitted the possibility of reactionary 
forces being in the process of preparing in Portugal for military intervention in Africa. 
In the context of this planning, which the Angolans claim is in support of U.S. policies, 
the Porto Santo airbase [on Madeira] would play an importent role. 


Approached by the Portuguese News Agency ANOP concerning this, a spokesman for the Portuguese 
Defense Ministry has said that the report is absolutely baseless and that it does not 
deserve any credence whatsoever. 
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PCE"S BALLESTEROS ON TENSIONS WITHIN PARTY, CARRILLO LEADERSHIP 


LD270915 Brussels LE SOIR in French 19-20 Oct 80 p 3 


nn 


{Ernesto Garcia Herrera article: "Will the PCE Continue To Support Eurocommunism’"] 


[Excerpts] Will the PCE remain in the vanguard of the Eurocommunist movement? Will the 
Spanish Communists be able to continue to walk hand in hand with Enrico Berlinguer or will 
they return toward Alvaro Cunhal‘s nostalgic Stalinist stance? 


Thes> are questions which one is entiiled to ask if one is to believe certain rather 
critical reports concerning the PCE which have not bee: denied by its leaders. 


The PCE had 15,000 members in 1975 and 200,000 2 vears later, after the first legislative 
elections (June 1977) held in Spain sirce February 1936. The membership wes 140,000 at 
the end of 1979 and is apparently 100,000 today. 


To this initial indication of a setback must be added another whose gravity can escape 
nobody: The general stampede over the last few years of the professionals--doctors, 
engineers, journalists and lawyers--who have left the party following the decision uade 

by the central committee to “territorialize” (if ome doesnot object to the term) the party. 


This “territorialization"” involved the dissolution of the professional groups and the in- 
corporation of their members into district organizations. The same decision was applied-- 
unsuccessfully, moreover--in the factories and places of work. 


As far as the professionals are concerned, it was also a waste of efforts, since scarcely 
20 percent of these professionals accepted the central committee's decision. The 
remainder departed. However, it must be made clear that, contrary to what has happened 
elsewhere, this exodus has not caused conflicts. There have been no affairs like those 

of Pierre Daix or Roger Garaudy among the Spanish Communists. Silence and icy politeness 
have been the norm. The PCE has not attempted to crush the dissidents, and the latter 
have not rushed to join other leftwing parties, either. 


Over and above these defections, it seems that there is also a real confrontation within 
the party between two opposing currents--that of the "Euros" and that which might be 
termed, in accordance with the traditional terminology, the party's "Apparatchiks." 


It .cems that [PCE Secretary General] Mr Carrillo, whose power within the party is now 
absolute--"nobody breathes within the PCE if Santiago does not give permission,” it is 
said--would like to reconcile the two currents, in that he claims to be a “Euro,” while 
at the same time being the most effective protector of those nostalgic for Stalinism, who 
are mostly--something which must no* be forgotten--his former comrades in arms. Under 
these conditions, Mr Carrillo and his supporters are coming under crossfire from the 
"Romans" and the "Carthaginians." Moreover, Mr Carrillo, his critics say, regards the 
PCE as his personal property, even if he has to distort the facts to that end. Neverthe- 
less, Mr Carrillo's replacement is often talked about, and the names of possible heirs 
apparent are even mentioned. In the first place, there is Nicolas Sartorius, the 
veritable gray eminence of the Workers Commissions--the procommunist trade union. An 
aristocrat, the son of the Count of San Luis, a grandee of Spain, this is perhaps why 
he is celled the "Spanish Berlinguer.” 


There is also Ramon Tamames, a university professor, economist, writer and brilliant 
personality. It seems that all this is apparently rather a handicap for Mr Tamames, the 
workers’ sector rejecting him. And there is Jaime Ballesteros, a deputy and journalist, 
who has been chosen, it is said, by Mr Carrillo himself. 
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Mr Ballesteros told us: 


“There is no crisis among us. There are, of course, problems, whose origins are quite 
different. In the first place, all the political parties are in a process of formation. 
The PCE, which had quite appropriate structures Sefore the transition, has undergone a 
very large influx of members since that time. This has naturally entailed problems of 
internal coherence, with the tensions which all that involves. The PCE is composed of 
different sectors, different ‘geological’ strata, I would say. There are members who 
were trained underground in the various workers* and professional movements. There are 
also people who joined the PCE as emigrants. Last, there are also people who experienced 
the civil war and who are today the ‘bridge’ between the PCE of the civil wur and that of 
the present time. These sectors each have their own cultural and political training and 
also their own outlook. To this it must be added that the process of integration is 
-eveloping in a troubled political atmosphere, and this prevents the party leaders from 
having the time necessary to find solutions to the many problems confronting them. On 
the other hand, the PCE is becoming stronger every day, slowly but surely. Now this very 
deeply worries certain political forces which feel a need to exaggeiate our problems and 
to create real dramas. 


"As far as the so-called tensions between the "Euros' and those nostalgic for Stalinism 
are coacerned, it must be said that here, too, the Eurocommunist process is displaying 
tensions caused by the existence of certain traditions. That being said, I do not believe 
that a communist party can be found today which has gone further than we have along the 
path of Eurocommunism. I would also like to add that we adopted this stance when we 

were still underground, with the danger of not being understood which that entailed. But 
it had to be done. It was crucial for democracy and freedom. Moreover, this decision has 
been perfectly understood by the majority of the party, and those who disagree are quite 
free to say so. Last, and as far as Santiago Carrillo's succession is concerned, I 
believe that it is a matter of mere speculation. He remains the man with the greatest 
experience and ability among us." 


SOVIET, CUBAN OFFICIALS ARRIVE IN MADRID ON ‘PRIVATE’ VISIT 
LD262309 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 2100 GMT 26 Oct 80 


[Text] The deputy minister of foreign affairs [as heard] of the Soviet Union and the 
vice president of the Council [as heard] of Cuba arrived in Madrid this afternoon from 
Moscow. At Barajas airport the two officials refused to allow photographs or interviews, 
saying in both cases that the visit was strictly private. It is not known whether during 
their stay in Madrid they will meet any Spanish officials. 


MADRID REPORTS ON SCHOOL EXPLOSION NEAR BILBAO 
LD231924 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1700 GMT 23 Oct 80 


[Summary] The latest official figures for the number of people killed in this morning's 
explosion in the Ugalde school in Ortuella is 63--61 children and 2 adults. Another 

37 children are being treated for injuries in a local hospital. Thirty-five bodies have 
so far been identified. 


The king and queen of Spain expressed their deepest condolences to the relatives of the 
victims in a telephone call to the civil governor of Vizcaya this afternoon. It has been 
confirmed that Queen Sofia will travel to Bilbao later this evening and will probably 
visit the scene of the accident. 


Meanwhile, the press office at the Ministry of Education has announced that tomorrow 
all state schools will observe a day of mourning and there will be no classes. 
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PRESS ASSOCIATION: CGOVERNMENT PLANS LARCER DEFENSE CUTS 


LD231734 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1610 GMT 23 Oct 80 
[By Andy Webb, PA political staff] 


[Text] Defence Secretary Mr Francis Pym has been warned in a confidential memo from his 
top civil servant that defence chiefs are seriously concerned over government cutbacks in 
military spending. 


At the same time, the Treasury chief secretary, Mr John Biffen, has written to Mr Pym 
demanding cuts of 400 million pounds sterling a year up to 1984. It is understood that 
the Treasury now wants to increase this figure to 500 million pounds sterling so the 
government can boost assistance to the nationalised industries without raising taxation. 


As a result of the cuts, the government will fail to honour, both this year and next, its 
pledge to increase defence spending by 3 percent a year in line with an agreed NATO target. 
But it is clear that defence is being required to buckle under like other spending depart- 
ments and the discipline of cash limits and further spending cuts takes precedence over 
the defence commitment. 


The PRESS ASSOCIATION has in its possession documents spelling out the fears of the 
defence chiefs and the demand for cuts by Mr Biffen, which will mean that Britain's mili- 
tary spending will increase by only 1 1/2 percent in each of the next two years. These 
developments aze bound to alarm many Tory MPs. Mr Pym is likely to face tough questioning 
at the Conservative backbench defence committee on Tuesday and at Commons question time 
the same day. 


The Ministry of Defence and the Treasury clashed earlier this year over contyol of the 
defence budget, which was 600 million pounds sterling overspent. In August a three-month 
freeze was imposed onnew defence contracts and the ministry's cash limit was increased by 
203 million pounds sterling. 


In a minute dated October 2 to Mr Pym on this year's defence expenditure Ministry of 
Defence Permanent Under Secretary Sir Frank Cooper predicted that despite the new cash 
limit, the defence budget would still be overspent by 135 million pounds sterling. He 
was meeting the chiefs of the defence staff today to discuss what could be done. 


Sir Frank blamed the high rate of billing to the ministry by private industry, high over- 
heads and a bigger rate of inflation than forecast. Sir Frank told Mr Pym that the chief 
of staff were “naturally seriously concerned” about the effect on their operational capa- 
bilities and also stressed that the international situation had deteriorated dangerously 
in the last few weeks. 


There was evidence of NATO and international awareness of Britain's reductions in 
activity levels. 


Sir Frank expressed his own concern about next year's budget when, he said, industrial and 
economic factors would continue to exert “enormous pressures" on defence. 


Mr Biffen, in his letter, marked "secret" and dated September 19, said there was a real 
possibility that public spending cuts would have to be “substantially beyond" those he 

had proposed in July. He had originally asked for savings of 140 million pounds sterling 
a year from the Defence Ministry from 1981/82 to 1983/84. But he said: “In the situation 
we now face we must explore the possibility of a substantionally greater contribution from 
defence, say, of the order of 400 million pounds sterling a year. I recognise that such a 
cut would create substantial programme difficulties for you, but I have to put no less 
unwelcome proposals to other colleagues with major expenditure programmes and must look to 
you to accept a fair share.” 


He added, “clearly this would mean that we would not meet the 3 percent target in 
1981/82." 
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“A strong defence requires a sound economy,” Mr Biffen declared. “The cuts which we 
now have to examine in social--and other previously ‘protected'-—-programmes, are 
likely to create even greater political and presentational problems.” 


The Ministry of Defence's own calculations show that Mr Biffen's proposals would mean a 
1 1/2 percent increase in real defence spending this year and next, returning to the 
3 percent NATO growth target after that. 


The Conservative election manifesto declared that “a significant increase will be necessary” 
in defence expenditure. 


Only in August, Mr Pym wrote to Party Chairman Lord Thorneycroft stating the government's 
“unshakeable commitment to defence” and appearing to confirm that ministers were sticking 
to the NATO agreement. 


PA Defence Correspondent Robert Hutchinson writes: Before the spending clampdown announced 
in August the Defence Ministry had already launched internal savings valued at around 

250 million pounds sterling. These included postponement of orders for spares for the 
army*s Blowpipe anti-aircraft missile; its bigger brother, the Rapier; deferment of 
harbour service boats for the Navy and jetstream aircraft for the RAF. Then came the 
moratorium--a total ban on nev defence contracts except those involving dire operati nal 
need. This was expected to save more than 100 million pounds sterling. But further 
measures were tiwught necessary--and the ministry cut back fuel allocations, freight 
movements and subsistence allowances for personnel, again worth 100 million pounds sterling. 
The Navy bore the brunt of the fuel reductions--up to 30 percent was cut--and two ships 
vere pulled out of a NATO exercise in the Mediterranean. 


Remarks by Pym 
LD231852 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1843 GMT 23 Oct 80 


[Text] Later Mr Pym said in a statement “the quotations given appear to be taken from 
genuine documents. But no decisions have been taken. They can be taken only after 
collective consideration by ministers. Discussions about future levels of public, 
including defence, expenditures are only just beginning as part of the annual public 
expenditure survey cycle. The government is in no doubt that we must increase vear by 
year our defence capability until we reach and maintain it at a level which we believe 
is essential for our national safety.” 


THATCHER ADVISED OF LEAK OF DEFENSE CUT PLANS 
LD232204 London ITV Television Network in English 2100 GMT 23 Oct 80 


[Text] Britain's defense chiefs have told the government they are seriously worried 
about cuts in defense spending. The Treasury is said to want cuts of 500 million 

pounds a year over the next 4 years. The cuts mean that Britain won't be able to fulfill 
promises on increased defense spendings given to NATO. The defense chiefs’ worries 
emerged in a confidential letter to the defense secretary, Mr Francis Pym, leaked to 

the PRESS ASSOCIATION news agency. 


Our political editor says the government are seriously embarassed by this leak, and 
the prime minister has been told. Mr Pym said tonight that the story appes:s to be 
taken from genuine documents. 
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RALLIS COVERNMENT GETS CHAMBER OF DEPUTIES VOTE OF CONFIDENCE 
AT242230 Athens Domestic Television Service in Greek 2158 GMT 24 Oct 8 


[Text of anmouncement by Papaspirou, chairman of the Chamber of Deputies, on the result 
of the vote of confidence requested by the government on its foreign and NATO policies-- 
live] 


[Text] 1 save the honor to announce the result of the voting. A total of 202 votes were 
cast; replies in support of the government numbered 182. The government thus receives 

the vote of confidence. A total of 20 negative votes were cast and there were 98 abstentions. 
This is the result of the voting. I request your concurrence to adjouvn the meeting until 
next Wednesday for legislative work. 


Papandreou's Tactics Condemned 
AT2514535 Athens I VRADHINI in Greek 25 Oct 80 pp 1, 2 
[From the “evening” column: “The Fireworks™] 


[Text] The Chamber of Deputies early today ratified Greece's reintegration into NATO's 
military wing with the increased majority of 3/5 of the number of deputies--exactly what 
would have been needed for ratification of a law approving an agreement under article 28, 
paragraph two of the Constitution. This majority could have been even greater if the 
issue had not been presented in the form of a vote of confidence to the government and 

ii certain reasons, primarily of antigovernment opposition expediency, had not led to 

a negative vote by centrist deputies. 


The defeat suffered by the opposition in the Chamber of Deputies, however, is not only 
expressed by the result of the vote taken. It is, perhaps, more strongly expressed by 
the basic outcome of the 3-day debate during which the arguments presented by the Rallis 
government proved to be far stronger than the sloganeering of the opposition. 


Public opinion followed the basic points of the debate over television and in the newspapers 
and drew its own conclusions. The majority of this public opinion, like the majority in 
the Chamber of Deputies, supported the government's decision. 


The peoples “si!sat majority” does not demonstrate in the manner of recent demonstrations 

by the organized minority. The decision of this “silent majority” will be decisive, however, 
when the times comes to vote. There were ample messages on this. The change in the position 
of the majority opposition party during the third day of the debate proves it. 


It is true that on the first day the chairman of PASOK was very careful during the Chamber's 
debate in his attempt to influence the centrist area. When, however, his party cadres 
informed him that such tactics would give the victory of impressions to the government, 

the leader cf the majority opposition party gave the signal for a stronger tone. It is 
within this framework--within which Mavros, who never ceases to surprise everyone at every 
givén instance, also moved--that PASOK's deputy Kousoyiorgas started to talk in hard 

tones in order to be followed--but after the Chamber's meeting--by Papandreou himself. 


The fireworks launched by the chairman of PASOK just after midnight could not, naturally, have 

any effect because Prime Minister Rallis in closing the debate stressed that we are willing 

to negotiate with Turkey, that if Turkey demonstrates goodwill we would then be able to 

proceed to solutions but without, naturally, making any concessions on any of our sovereign 
rights. 
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Papandreou, who had not heard this statement [PASOK walked out of tne chamber] did not 
later hesitate to describe it as an “unbelievable and unacceptable admission that the 
government of the right is prepared to negotiate with Turkey on our national sovereign 
rights in the Aegean.” 


This was a desperate and last-ditch effort to win the battle--which was already lost 
during the previous three days--only a few minutes after midnight. 


TO VIMA REPORTS ‘FULL SPEED AHEAD’ FOR TALKS ON U.S. BASES 
AT261330 Athens TO VIMA in Greek 26 Oct 80 p 1 


[Text] It appears the government is now determined to proceed with full speed ahead 
toward signing and ratification of the agreement on U.S. bases in Greece, after the 
vote of confidence it received on the night of last Friday to Saturday. The govern- 
ment even hopes to have the agreement signed and have its ratification concluded--with 
the required majority of three-fifths or of 180 deputies--prior to the winter meeting 
of NATO's foreign and defense ministers which meets in Brussels 9 to 12 December. 


The urgency for signing this agreement i so great--from both sides--that the “pre- 
liminary" consultations between the acting secretary general of the Greek foreign 
ministry, Aabassador Roussos and ambassadorial advisor to the U.S. Embassy (Milton 
Conver) are expected to start on Wednesday morning. It is expected that Pentagon 
advisers, due to arrive in Athens from Washington, will supply various items of infor- 
mation during these preliminary consultations which are expected to be very short. 


It is generally believed that there will be no “insurmountable” obstacles during these 
consultations, particularly in reference to the economic aspects of the agreement 
which the Greek Government considers satisfactory in principle. By contrast, the 
Greek side will request a revision of basic points of the agreement which have to do 
with the status within these U.S. bases. 


As it is well known, U.S. ambassador to Athens Robert McCloskey, immediately upon his 
return from Washington in early September, handed to Foreign Minister Mitsotakis the 

draft of this new agreement which is designated as agreement on defense and economic 
cooperation (DECA) [rendered in English|--because apart from the status of the U.S. 

bases, it also provides for economic assistance and development of the Creek war industry. 


The new agreement is based on two separate points: 


The Greek-U.S. defense agreement initialed in July 1977. 
The equivalent U.S.-Turkish agreement signed in Ankara last March. 


The agreement provides that in the end a total of four bases will be kept (Nea Makri, 
Souda, Iraklion and Ellinikon) under a Greek commander and a U.S. deputy commander. 

Every installation will be a Greek installation under a Greek commander within which 
"facilities will be provided for U.S. armed forces in order to serve joint defense goals.” 


On the question of strengthening the Greek war industry--which is a new element by 
comparison to the old agreement--specific proposals have already been submitted to 
Washington by the National Defense General Staff. 





Among these are a request for the provision of U.S. technology and capital for the 
manufacture of various types of weapons in Greece, for the repair and maintenance of 
U.S. aircraft at the Greek airforce industry installations at Tanagra, and so forth. 
U.S. response to these requests is so far considered satisfactory by the Greek military 


comnand. 
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ECONOMIC, TECHNOLOGICAL TIES WITH U.S. DISCUSSED 
1241741 Athens NEWS in English 24 Oct 80 p 4 


[Text] Minister Without Portfolio Stavros met with the United States Ambassador Robert 
McCloskey. The two men discussed impleme:.*ation of the Greek-U.S. treaty for economic 
and technological cooperation signed in Athens last April and Greek-American economic 
relations. 


It was decided to form a work group for problems arising from the treaty’s implementation, 
in view of the expected arrival in early December of the American delegation to the joint 
committee provided for by the treaty. 


Issues to be discussed in connection with the treaty’s implementation include Greek exports 
to the United States, facilitation of American investments in Greece, promotion of trade 

and the effect Greece's accession to the European Economic ccmunity will have on Greece-U.S. 
trade. 


NEWSPAPERS DECRY EFFECT ON CYPRUS OF REENTRY INTO NATO 
I AVYI Colum 
AT251505 Athens I AVYI in Greek 25 Oct 80 pé6 
[From the “I AVYI" column: "A Hugh Political and Moral Issue") 


[Text] The concern expressed by the Cyprus House of Representatives over repercussions 
which Greece's reintegration within NATO's military wing will have on the Cyprus issue, 
creates a huge political and moral issue for the government. We consider the way in which 
Prime Minister Rallis reacted to be an insult to the mentality of both the Chamber and the 
people. He more or less argued that the Cyprus House of Representatives was influenced 

by the opposition’s criticism against the decision to reintegrate. 


Rallis personally, the other day, used a certain opinion expressed by Makarios in 1975 

that Greece should not abandon (God forbid) NATO, as if it was some “heavy artillery” 

in support of the decision to reintegrate. Using this Makarios opinion, which is 4 

years old which, in the final analysis is nothing more than the opinion of a single man, 

no matter how authoritative he may have been, and not some holy writ, Rallis attempted 

to strengthen the argument that allegedly reintegration within NATO will help Cyprus. 

Now, when the Cyprus House of Representatives expresses its cuncern, with a special 
resolution, over repercussions of this reintegration upon the Cyprus issue, Rallis personally 
replies with certain paternalistic assurances. Is this a serious way to handle such a 
serious matter? 


The resolution of the Cyprus House of Representatives touches upon the most basic problem 
which is affected by this reintegration. This is because withdrawal from military NATO in 
1974 was an act committed in the defense of Cyprus. Reintegration today is nationally un- 
acceptable if only on the basis of the fact that it will have negative repercussions in 
Cyprus, as pointed out by the Cyprus House of Representatives. 


The government offers no answer to this, however, simply because it has no answer. At 
the same time, the government remains exposed because it has placed not only the Greek 
people but also the political leaders of Cyprus before a fait accompli. 


The government, consequently, should abandon its efforts to avoid the issve and it must 
give the necessary responsible «xplanations to the people of Greece and of Cyprus. All 
the rest does nothing more than add an even darker hue to the severely unacceptable policy 
of retreat in face of U.S.-NATO pressures which are aimed against our true national 
interests. 
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RIZOSPASTIS Article 
AT251530 Athens RIZOSPASTIS in Greek 25 Oct 80 Pp 2 
[From the “Radicai” colum: “The Cold Shower™! 


[Text] The cable of the Cyprus House of Representatives addressed to the chairman of the 
Greek Chamber of Deputies was a cold shower for the gowernment. While Rallis and Mitsotekis 
were trying to convince the deputies and the Greek people that reintegration within NATO 
would help the cause of Cyprus and will provide the government with the possibility of 
offering greater assistance to the people of Crprus, we have the arrival of the cable. The 
Cyprus House of Representatives expressed strong concern over the repercussions which 
Greece's reintegration within KATO will have. The chairman's department in te Chamber, 
always “prepared” {-r such eventualities, proclaimed...ignorance. The chairman started to 
search his desk. A mini-government conference provided the solution. In a very “convincing” 
way the prime minister indirectly but clearly blamed the Cyprus House of Representatives 
with a lack of a will of its own because it was “influenced” by the dangermongering of the 
Greek opposition. It is such an insult that Rallis directed against the political world 
of Cyprus, against the Cyprus House of Representatives and against the people of Cyprus. 
The Greek svernment of the rightwing wanted Cyprus to forget: that the coup against 
Makarios .as organized by the Americans and by NATO; that these two “great protectors” 

of ours incited and encouraged the Turkish invasion of the island; that it is the NAT" 
member states which at the United Nations vte against a solution of the Cyprus issve with 
partition as their goal so that they might be able to turn Cypriot territory into a 
U.S.-NATO base. Does it want the fact that all this took place while Greece was a member 
of NATO forgotten and that Greek-speaking NATO agents, who remain unpunished, were used 

to make all this happen? This is why the prime minister did not hesitate to use the 
description that “they were influenced” by the opposition. It is a fact that the 

Cypriots never expected such an insult from the government of New Democracy. The Greek 
rightwing, however, has undertaken so many obligations toward NATO that it has lost its 
senses under their weight and it now loses its calm and even its dignity. 


RIZOSPASTIS Interviews Papaioannou 
AT261145 Athens RIZOSPASTIS in Greek 26 Oct 80 P 5 


{["Text” of exclusive interview granted by secretary general of AKEL, the Restorative 
Party of the Working People (the Communist Party of Cyprus), Ezekias Papaioannou to 
RIZOSPASTIS. Date not given] 


{Text} Question: It is generally accepted that Greece's reintegration within military 
NATO will unavoidably influence the Cyprus problem. in his statement, Prime Minister 
Rallis argued that reintegration “will benefit Cy, rus.” How does AKEL view this development 
and its repercussions upon the Cyprus problem? 


Papaioannou: No matter how one examines the reintegration of Greece within the military 
structure of NATO, one reaches the conclusion that this is a seriows blow both against 
Greece and against Cyprus. Reintegration leads to increased tensio' in this so sensitive 
area of the world and it leaves Cyprus exposed. Public opinion in Cyprus has correctly 
described this reintegration as a stab in the back of Cyprus. 


When Greece withdrew from NATO's military wing, primarily as a result of the Turkish in- 
vasion of Cyprus, the prime minister of that time and current president of the republic, 
K. Karamanlis, stated that the government's decision “was final and irrevocable.” Now 

Rallis states that reintegration “will strengthen the position of Greece and will benefit 


Cyprus.” 
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How can the position of Greece be strengthened, however, within an alliance dominated by 
imperialist forces--particularly by the United States--which is directly responsible both 
for the junta-fascist coup in Greece and that in Cyrrus, and for the invasion of Attila? 
Greece is not an imperialist country and its natural position is within the camp of the 
nonaligned, within which Greece could play a very imporrant role. At the same time, 

life has demonstrated that during the 6 vears during which Creece diz not belong to NATO's 
military wing it managed to develop excellent relations vith the Peoples Republic of 
Bulgaria and the other socialist countries. 


A Camp David Solution Is Being Promoted 


As far as Cyprus is concerned, this reintegration will encourage imperialist NATO circles 
to intensify their pressures and their plots for a NATO partitionist solution of the Cyprus 
issue. It is not a coincidence that President Carter stressed that now it is the turn of 
Cyprus. This means that “a Cam David” is being prepared for the Cyprus issue by the U.S. 
imperialists. 


The betrayed, deeply wounded but unsubjugated Cypriot people, however, will in no case 
telerate any imperialist, NATC. intervention in the solution of the Cyprus issue. NATO 
vas and continues to remain an evil demon for Cyprus and the unenslaved Cypriot people 
will always face it as their most relentless enemy. It is onlw within the limits of the 
United Nations and on the basis of the resolutions of this international organization and 
the Cypriot summit agreements that a solution acceptable to the Cypriot people is feasible. 


Question: Intercommunal dialogue in Cyprus is being resumed under the auspices of the UN 
secretary general. Are there any prospects for its conclusion in positive results and, if 
so, under what prerequisites’? Particularly in reference to the domestic front in Cvprus, 
what measures could contribute in this direction? 


Papaionnouw: It is vet too early to draw any conclusions on whether there will be positive 
results from the continued intercommunal talks. These talks are still in the exploratory 
stage and although the climate, as stated, is good, they have not yet entered into a basic 


dialogue. 


It is the opinion of AKEL that both sides should undertake every possible effort toward 
progress and an agreement on the domestic aspects of the Cyprus issue. This ought to be done on 
the basis of UN resolutions on the Cyprus issue, the Makarios-Denktas and Kiprianou- 

Kenk?.as agreements. Progress and an agreement will not be easy. There is no other and 
easier process however. It is the Cypriots themselves, Greeks as well as Turks, who will 
solve the domestic aspects of the Cyprus issue always, naturally, under the auspices of the 
Onited Nations. What is needed is patience, determination and, most of all, adherence to 
the principles which have already been agreed upon. Negotiations will be hard and will 
require much time. The vital interests of both the Greek and Turkish Cypriots dictate re- 
jection of the intervention of the imperialist alliance of NATO or any other foreign intervention in 
Cypriot domestic affairs. This solution could be achieved on the basis of the biregional federation 
and not a confederation. 

In reference to the domestic front in Cyprus, that which could contribute in the direction of 
a peaceful, democratic and just solution of the Cyprus issue is unity of all patriotic 
forces on the basis of the approved and declared correct line and tactics for the soclution 
of our problem. The division which exists today in thi. front is due to the nonconformity 
of all parties to this line. 


At the same time specific measures must be adopted for a rapprochement between Creeks and 
Turks in Cyprus. We must not forget that imperialism and foreign occupation are the 
enemies of all the Cypriots. Through understanding and agreement with the Turkish Cypriots, 
it will be possible to conduct a joint struggle against the foreign occupation of Cypriot 
territory, for the dissolution of imperialist bases and for the full demilitarization of 


Cyprus. 
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In reference to the foreign aspects of the Cyprus issue, this ought to be discussed and 
solved by an international conference vith UN linits. Such a nierence Dust ciscuss 
the conditions which Cyprus was forced to accept in 1960 as a necessary prerequisite for 
its declaration as an inde 


a encent state. These conditions must be abrogated. the bases 
must be abolished and t N Se 
Council. Cypiws must become .7¢d it must remain truly independent. sovereign, ‘erritorialls 
integrai, moma.ignec, demilitarized and a center of peace, friendship and cooperation for 

2 


. - " . 
all the mation. of the area. 


warentees must be replaced by guarantees from the 


_ - . . 
LiOSse LORTaceliy Aeiations 


Question: AKEL and the KEE are connected by close comradely ties established in common 
struggle for the ideals of socialism and peace. How do you view the contribution of 
relations and cooperation between the two parties in the struggle against the common enemy, 
imperialism, for the just solution of the Cyprus issue and the establishment of detente 

and security in the srea? 


-_ 


Papaioannou: Relations between AKEL and the KKE are excellent. The two parties ars 
connected bw extremely close comradely ties based upon the invincible ecientific theor 
of Marxism-Leninsim and proletarianinternationalism. These relations will «t:<enether 


continually and an additional step in this direction will be undertaken during th. 
isminen’ visit to Cyprus by a delegation of the KKE Central Commitiee on an invitatior 
from the Central Committee of AKEL. 


The two parties which function in the most sensitive areas of the world could contribute 
to the further strengthening of the struggle of peoples against the common enemy, imperialia 
to the just solution of the Cyprus issue and the strengthening of detente and securit 
in the area. 


The brother KKE Party supports with firmness the liberation struggle of the people of Cyprus 
and opposes the reintegration of Greece within NATO. In its capacity as the party of 


the working people of Creece, it plays a pioneering role not only on the domestic problems 
of the country but also as 2 militant factor in support of detente, peace and disarmament 
which are interrelated and inseparable from the life and future of the Creek of all other 
peoples. 


We wil, discuss with the brother KKE Party the prospects of further strengthening the 
struggle of our peoples for a peaceful and just solution of the Cyprus issue, for 
obstruction of the imperialist threat against Cyprus and the Middle East area and 

for strengthening peace and security in the east Mediterranean and throwghouwt the area. 


RIZOSPASTIS Editorial 
AT261100 Athens RIZOSPASTIS in Greek 26 Oct 80 p 1 
[Editorial: “An Unbridgeabie Gap”) 


[Text] The trick of giving a vote of confidence to the government in no way closes the 
vast issue of our country’s reintegration within military NATO. The government is 
deceiving iteelf if it thinks that last Friday's vote means legalization and acceptance 
by our people of an act of national treason which turns our country into a dependen 

and attack base of the imperialist North Atiantic coalition with inestimable tragi« 
consequences. 


The Greek people consider the result of the other day's voting in the Chamber of Deputies 
as invalid and the agreement on our reintegration as nationally unacceptable. The 

people feel absolu ely no obligation taken under this agreement. The people consider it 
a class option by the oligarchy which unhesitatingly sacrifices national interests on 

the altar of U.S.=-NATO imperialiem hoping that in this way it will, in the end, manage 

to protect its privileged and antipeoples regime. 
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This is because Cyprus would not have been saved and Greece would be running the danger 
of annihilation. It is not necessary, gentlemen, to remind you that one month before 
these dramatic events took place, the events I have recalled for you, there was a 
general mobilization call made upon the Greek Armed Forces. It is also unnecessary for 
me to remind you what this conscription unfortunately produced. 


The third solution was one we approved. It concerned withdrawal of our military forces 
from the alliance and their placement under Greek control, under Greek command and our 
statement that this was a move of severe protest for what was happening and for what was 
happening without anyone intervening on the island. 


We hoped by this to have touched the sentiments of the world, at least the Western 
world, to bring their intervention. We also hoped that there would be an expression of 
some form of intervention which would prevent the crime. At that time, however, boti 
the United States of America and Great Britain were in a very disturbed political 
internal situation, as you can remember, and our move could not touch upon their senti- 
ments as much as it should have. I say as much as it should have because the results 
of the movement were not the ones we expected. There were results, however. 


Gentlemen, you should not forget that this withdrawal of Greece, this absence of our 
armed forces from the alliance resulted in the embargo. It resulted in bringing the 
international organizations to their senses and to condemn the Turkish action. 


Therefore, our action did have results. All those who say that it was wrong, say so 
today. They do not recall the situation and the psychology of both the Greek Army 
and the Greek people. They do not recall the psychology of Cyprus where people were 
being massacred and which demanded at least this support on the part of Greece. 


The years passed and it became obvious that chis move produced what it had to produce. 
It became further obvious that a prolongire of the situation, as I will tell you 
shortly, incorporated dangers for Greece and for Cyprus. This was proclaimed by 
Archbishop Makarios himself. On 12 October 1975, the minutes exist, Makarios in 
discussion with the prime minister of that time, Karamanlis, said, “For God's name 

do not leave NATO, for God's sake do not leave, because your stay within NATO helps 
Cyprus." 


Seeing, therefore, that the move could not produce anything new in the future, and 
that a counter counting had already started, the government submitted its well- 
known proposals for special relations. 


In 1977, and after nearly four years, these proposals were approved the other day 

by the alliance. You will tell me: Why did so much time have to elapse? One year 
was devoted to discussions of a technical and military nature with the alliance. 
When the proposals, which are well known as the Haig-Davos agreement while in fact 
this is not a Haig-Davos agreement but proposals submitted by General Davos and 
which were accepted by Haig in principle with the reservation of submitting them 

to the military committee--when these proposals were submitted, they faced a Turkish 
veto. As you know the decisions of the alliance are taken unanimously. 


Consequently a struggle began to divert the Turkish veto. This was a struggle 
not only by us but by the alliance. Protracted deliberations, plan upon plan, all 
were rejected by our military advisers and by the government because if accepted, 
there was the danger of affecting national interests. 


In the middle of the dilemmait is obvious that we preferred rejection of these pro- 
posals. In February 1980, General Rogers submitted his last proposal but one, 
that is, his last plan before acceptance of the present plan under discussion. 
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This was also unacceptable and it was rejected in very few days. The general then adopted 
another approach. This consisted of direct consultation at the technical level between 
his staff officers and Creek staff officers and, I imagine, also with the Turkish staff 
officers. 


Thus we concluded on the plan submitted Friday which was accepted and which offers not 

one single exchange, not a single concession. [long applause] It is a plan which does not 
harm either sovereign nor even national Greek rights. On this opportunity I wish to con- 
gratulate, in front of the Chamber of Deputies, both General Davos and General Gratsios, 
and their staff officers who with such patience and determination managed to conclude 

teir very difficult task. 


The plan was unanimously adopted by the military command. It was also unanimously adopted 
by the government. The entire reconnection or rather the special relation, is undertaken 

on the basis of the “ATO documents which we have signed and which continue to remain in force 
in conjunction with he answers of 1977, the Greek replies to the questions which are known 
as the Davos proposa 3. Prior to our withdrawal, however, in 1974, there existed pending 
issues. These issues were long discussed without any solution because there had to be 
unanimity on these issues as well. 


A new pending issue was also created with the establishment of the Smyrna headquarters in 
a way which differed from the status of the old Smyrna headquarters under the command of 
an American, prior to our withdrawal, in which we also participated. 


These pending issues, it was agreed, must be solved through discussion by the two comman- 
ders and the commander of the Naples Headquarters. If a solution is found, if they agree, 
if there is unanimity, the solution will be accepted. If there is no unanimity, then dis- 
cussion will continue until it is achieved. In the meantime, however, we will have the 
temporary solutions which exist today and which will regulate the situation. These tem- 
porary solutions, do they hurt Greece? They most certainly do not, because as I have told 
you, pending issues existed as far as 1974 and we remained in the alliance because these 
existing pending issues did not harm us. A new pending issue, that of Smyrna headquarters 
was created. However, the area of responsibility of this headquarters is entirely Turkish. 
Thus responsibility covers the Turkish Armed Forces and the Istanbul FIR. Why then all 
this concern that these pending issues create dangers? There is only one excuse: The 
belief that Greek generals and Greek politicians are prepared to betray Greece and to 
accept solutions which are antinational. Gentlemen, this is a heavy insult, both for the 
army and for us, the politicians. I had hoped it would never be stated because the small 
or large history of each one of us is well known to all. 


We also have the question: How is it that the Turks raised the veto and now suddenly they 
egree? What did we give them? I reiterate: we gave them absolutely nothing. The Turks 
agreed that the agreement should apply because they see an extremely dark international 
horizon and they understand that they have every interest that there should be no distur- 
bance on their western frontiers. 


The Turkish foreign minister yesterday made a statement. He said that the agreement was 
reached thanks to the conciliatory position of Turkey. I would like to make a correction 
here. Perhaps this is a conciliatory position, but the conciliation consists of the fact 
that they did not and they continue not to present their illogical demands which they con- 
tinued to present up to only 15 days ago. Turkey made no conciliation apart from giving 
up its illogical claims which created the complications. We did nothing else except to 
insist on the course which we laid down four years ago and which was accepted fortuitously 
for the national interest. 
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Two points of the agreement are underlined. One is the notorious question of the 6 or 10 
miles and the opposition argues that we ceded sovereign rights because we gave up the 10- 
mile limit in airspace and we limited ourselves to 6 miles. Gentlemen, this provision has 
applied for exactly 20 years. NATO documents of 1960 have a clear provision which for NATO 
reasons defines Greek airspace to six miles which coincides with territorial waters. Con- 
sequently, the six miles have applied since 1960. An additional step was taken today. 
There is a provision under the agreement that every settlement will only affect relations 
within the alliance and in no way affects bipartite issues. Therefore, this right of NATO 
aircraft to use the airspace between 6 and 10 miles is an exception for NATO aircraft 

only and does not apply for third parties, not even for NATO members in cases when their 
national aircraft want to use this airspace. 


Where then does the opposition see that we have ceded sovereign rights? 


In conclusion, I also was surprised to hear that acceptance of this agreement means 
recognition of the partition of Cyprus. Gentlemen, as I have told you in October of 1975, 
Makarios had this idea about NATO, but does Cyprus benefit if Greece is weak or does it 

by contrast benefit if Greek defense is strengthened? Is it in the interest of Cyprus that 
Greece should sink? Is it in its interest that Greece should survive so that it may 
continue to offer its contribution, as it has done all these years and as it will willingly 
continue to do in the future until the peaceful settlement of the issue? [applause] 


I did not expect such an accusation. I did not expect it against us who for the past few 
years have done nothing, no matter where we may be, except to stress to all our inter- 
locutors, whether they are in the Western or the Eastern areas, the tragedy of Cyprus; 
and to demand that documents issued after consultations with friendly countries should 
incorporate a special and specific mention of Cyprus. 


I do not say these things so that the government may gain the gratitude of the Cypriots. 

No matter what we do we will not ask for their gratitude because Cyprus suffers all and the 
debt we pay to them is a small one. This is what we can do, we cannot do more. From this 
point, however, to accusations that this agreement is a signature under the partition of 
Cyprus, there is a distance as the distance from here to Mars. 


Gentlemen, I have told you that all this time the course of deliberations on the possi- 
bility of reattachment was a course which made us pessimistic. We had resolved, however, 
and we had proclaimed this, that should there be no positive reply to our proposals by 
the end of the year then we would withdraw them. We had made this statement in full know- 
ledge of the consequences. 


I will relate them to you because the same consequences will exist if we leave the 
alliance completely as the opposition demands, or if we remain out of NATO's military wing 
for a long time. Gentlemen, the alliance has defense as its main goal. What do we offer it 
if we only belong to the political wing and we do not belong to the military wing? We 
offer nothing. 


However, they present the example of France. France, gentlemen,is a great power. France 

is a manufacturer of arms of the highest technology. France, when the horizon fills with 
clouds, will join its forces with the forces of the alliance. I cannot imagine that you 
would want to equate the military ability and potential of France with that of the military 
abilities and potential of Greece. 


If, therefore, we withdrew from the alliance as PASOK wants, first: the only representa- 
tive of the alliance in the southeast wing would be Turkey. This would mean that 
armaments as well as credits for substructure projects and training credits would be 
channelled toward Turkey. 
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If we accept this, then we must accept the disturbance of the balance of power between 
Turkey and Greece. 


This would not be the only consequence, however, oi our withdrawal from NATO. There is 
another one. If we withdraw from the alliance for good then it is the Turkish fleet and 
Turkish aircraft which will sail through Aegean international waters and airspace for the 
sake of the alliance. Is it, therefore, to our interest to support such a solution? 


We cannot demand that when we withdraw the alliance should remain uncovered in this area. 
When we withdraw the area remains vacant, and this vacant space will be taken over by 
Turkey. This will be the result of our withdrawal from NATO. All these young people who 
for two days now have shouted “out of NATO" or “NATO-treason™ do not know this simple 
fact. This very simple fact. 


In any case, gentlemen, under the current settlement there is no creation of any irrevo- 
cable situation. Within a year there will be elections. Gentlemen of PASOK place the 
question clearly before the people: Out of NATO. We will present the people with the 
contrary: we will say that we will remain within NATO provided our national interests 
are not harmed, because this is to the interest of Greece. We will win an easy victory 
because the people, do not smile, the people know [mild disturbance and be!1 ringing] 
the people know and they want to maintain their security. Their security, at least for 
the present--I do not know what will happen after five or 10 years--lies in NATO. 


I would like to close, gentlemen, with a declaration: We, all those who participate in 
the government, are proud of what has been achieved. We are proud because we believe 
that under this agreement we have avoided a national adventure. [prolonged applause] 
{end of recorded highlights of Rallis address] 


[Begin recorded Papandreou speech] [applause precedes Papandreou's speech] Mr 
Chairman, dear colleagues, I .ave the feeling--and the prime minister of the government 
should permit me this--that perhaps he, personally, as well as his front have not under- 
stood the magnitude and the significance to our nation and to our people of the decision 
which they have taken by accepting the agreement prepared by Rogers and which also has 
received the approval of the Turkish junta. 


I also regret that the prime minister of the government in referring to specific issues 
committed, I believe, an error in his estimations and perhaps also in his positions. I 
hope that I will manage to place things in their proper position. 


First of all, the government opted for this process for a vote of confidence. One wonders 
why this is so at a time when the Constitution, in article 28, paragraph two, makes it 
absolutely clear that this agreement ought to have been placed before the chamber for 
debate and ratification. Does it or does it not? 


The government did this, however, for a very simple reason. Naturally, perhaps the 
government was afraid that 180 deputies will not consent to this agreement. This time we 
will be registered face to face with the country's history. [applause] There is no 
question of secret voting here. Each one of us will connect his name and his own personal 
history with the nation's progress. 


Consequently the agreement ought to have been presented to the Chamber. Instead of this, 
we have a trick--vote of confidence--so that the government will not be obliged under the 
Constitution, to present the agreement, so that the 300 representatives of the nation may 
be in a position to judge on the basis of the content of the agreement. 














Ss ells you that the agreement does not lead to 
concessions ll you, that I know the agreement and that it 


What helps this? If the prime minister 
s | ; 7 
does lead to i 


>. 
oncessions, then whom wil 


New Democracy will believe the prime minister and PASOK and perhaps the opposition wiil 
believe me. Each one of vou ought to have demanded t i i 
country is tied to NATO [applause]. 


A strong impression is truly being created because officers in the various staffs, the 
Greek, Turkish, Italian, and German staffs, may know the agreement. The Turks may know 
the agreement, not only may but they do know it. Do the Greek peo; 


ple know it? Do vou, 
here tonight, know what you are going to vote for with 2 light heart? [| 


[applause]. 
Naturally, the party leaders were briefed. [Indistinct interruption] Very well then 
not all of them. In any case I was briefed. I am in a position to speak, to express 
my opinion without, naturally since there is an obligation, revealing specific issues 
related to the country's security. 


We must once more glance--even if only for a short while--at this recent history of the 
past 6 years, the period described by the prime minister as the foreign policy period 
of the New Democracy governments. Let us see what this policy is. 


In August 1974, as you know, when Greece withdrew from NATO, the following statement 
was made by the government: “Following the demonstrated inability of the Atlantic 
alliance to stop Turkey from creating a state of confrontation between two allies, 
Prime Minister Karamanlis gave instructions that the Greek Armed Forces should withdraw 
from the alliance. Greece will remain a member of the alliance only in respect of its 
political wing.” 


In December 1974, the prime minister of that cime, Karamanlis, in his policy statement 
referred to the reasons why Greece withdrew from the military wing of NATO and they 
were: One, the Turkish invasion of Cyprus and two, impositions upon Greek sovereign 
rights in the Aegean. Let us not go so far, however. 


In 1977, in this very hall, the prime minister of that time stated: “As it is well 
known, Greece withdrew from the military wing of the alliance both as a show of pro- 
test", --the only thing which the prime minister remembered,--"over the double invasion 
of Turkey in Cyprus, and because it wanted, as a result of its dispute with Turkey, to 
have its own armed forces under its absolute own control.” This was the fundamental 
reason, the deeper reason, over and above other impressions, which forced the govern- 
ment of National Unity, as it was called at that time, to withdraw from NATO. It did 
not even control its own armed forces. I would like to add something which I expressed 
recently in one of my political speeches and which I believe applies. It is a fact 
that it must be admitted, this is the only admission which I make, that during the past 
six years the armed forces were truly armed in such a way that they are in a position 
to deal with any imposition against the nation. This was done with the concurrent 
opinion of the Panhellenic Socialist Movement as well [applause}. The prime minister 
of the government personally informed us that in July 1974 there were no armed forces. 
I ask: Was not Greece in the military wing of NATO at that time? [applause] The 

Greek oificers and men were armed at that time so that they might be able to bind the 
will of the sovereign people. 


Today we have defense. It is this defense which the government sacrifices on the altar 
of NATO interests. [applause] 


It is a fact that negotiations ended with the last Rogers plan. It is unbelievabie 
that they ended within a few hours. This was done even before our country's cabinet 
could meet. 
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NATO's Defense Planning Committee met and approved and ratified the agreement. I much 
fear that there is the unavoidable conclusion, no matter how much it may offend--our 
intention is not to offend but we are obliged to tell the truth as we see it at these 
movements which are so critical for our nation and our people--there is no question 
about it. That this was a record time. This means that there was advance preparation. 
At the same time there was advance staging. There was, at the same time pressure and 
extortion on the part of the United States and the great NATO countries. The prime 
minister cannot deny it at a time when he sent a letter to Carter in which he mentioned 
that Greece is being pressured to undertake a nationally treasonous act which he refused 
to undertake. 


The time is gone when Karamanlis, now president of the republic, used to tell us that 

the government is not being pressured. The prime minister officially and responsibly 

admitted the pressures and the extortion in his letter which became well known through 
the press. 


I believe that even the best-intentioned citizen and follower of New Democracy will have 
to admit that the foreign policy of the government, of the governments, of New Democracy 
during the past 6 years was a monument of contradiction. It is a fact that it is 
necessary to have explanations, which the prime minister of the government has not 
provided to the Greek people, as to why Greece is returning to NATO's military struc- 
ture. None of the conditions which led to Greece's withdrawal have been eradicated. 
Cyprus today remains under the barbarous occupation of Attila. The dispute with 

Turkey exists and affects many sectors of our national security. Consequently the need 
for our national armed forces to remain under the control of the Greek Government also 
continues to exist. 


Tonight the government and the prime minister sought to excuse this return--not the 
withdrawal but the return--to NATO under the argument that the absence of Greece from 
NATO's military wing, from NATO's military structure, would allow Turkey to claim rights 
in the Aegean within the framework of NATO. I believe we only heard this a short while 
ago. 


This argument, however, is absolutely wrong. So long as Greece is not a member of its 
military structure, NATO is in no position to question the sovereign national Greck 
territory. [indistinct interruptions in the background] Forgive me, you must listen. 
I listened to the prime minister with care and I demand the same from you. You will 
listen in the sam way that we listened. 


Greece has its own airspace. This is 50 percent of the Aegean airspace. Admittedly, 
there is a 50 percent portion which is international and where in fact not only the 
Turks but also the Chinese have a right to fly, where not only the Atlantic alliance 
but any alliance anywhere in the world has a right to fly. Yet there is also the 
Athens FIR. The Athens FIR coincides with our eastern frontiers. This FIR cannot be 
violated. Any violation of the FIR means an act of war in exactiv the same way that 
NOTAM 714 of 1974 was. 


That the prime minister says that we must return so that Turkey may not precede us 
only has a meaning under the condition that the government--either this government or 
previous governments--planned, and we know that they planned since September of 1975, 
to return to NATO. This has a meaning only if you are returning to NATO's military 
structure where you might find some of the doors are closed. If you do not return then 
you maintain your sovereign national rights in the Aegean fully intact. Any other 
position on the issue is deceiving. 


This policy, the lack of elemental strategy, placed our country, the government, under 
unbearable pressures and extortion by the powers of the West. I would like to refer 
to a statement by Prime Minister Panayiotis Kanellopoulos in this hall on 22 May 1980. 
He said: “It cannot be stated that the government succumbed to pressures. 
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“Had it succumbed to pressures then it would have come to terms and it would have return- 
ed to NATO's military wing.” [inaudible interruption] Kanellopoulos replied to me and 
I believe this is important. This is why I read it. [inaudible interruption] 


What does return to NATO mean for us, for Greece? First of all, what security does it 
offers us? In case of a world confrontation I believe that, both for you and for me, 
it would be of no interest where we are situated geographically. Humanity will simply 
not survive. The few who will survive may perhaps be in East Asia. This, however, is 
of no interest. 


In case of a clash between the superpowers, the offer of NATO to us will not only be 
insignificant but it will even be a reason for the destruction of our people and our 
fatherland, because as the Soviets have stated clearly, so long as there are bases in 
our country from which nuclear missiles can be launched, then our country will be hit 
immediately. These are clear statements and we know then. 


Now, however, we also have the other myth. This is the danger from the north. The 
minister of national defense has personally ended this mythology. He stated that there 
is no more danger from the north. The president of the republic, Karamanlis, visited 
the countries of the north, the Balkan north, both as a prime minister and as a presi- 
dent. He speaks of friendly relations which continually develop and gain strength and 
expand in many directions, both bipartite and multilateral. We applaud him. At the 
same time, however, we cannot talk of the danger from the north which obliges us to go 
where? To the very alliance which until today had threatened both our national indepen- 
dence and our territorial integrity. 


Dear colleagues, there is no automation. At some time the 300 representatives of the 
nation must know what NATO contains. Most, and not only Greeks but also foreigners, 
believe that in case of an attack against a country, for example Greece, by some coun- 
try from the north then automatically the alliance will come to the assistance of our 
country. 


This is absolutely true. Article five of NATO's constitutional charter provides for 
consultations and decisions on whatever measures--probably including military measures-- 
it will adopt. The Chamber of Deputies knows extremely well--it does know this--that 
the U.S. President cannot declare war without a concurrent view from Congress. 


How automatic is all this and what kind of protection against unknown Balkan enemies 
will it provide us? By contrast, Greece today is in danger only from Turkey. None of 
us within these walls must for a single moment forget that Turkey is a mortal danger 
to our nation and to our people [applause]. 


The danger today comes from Turkey. Here is a small list: the invasion of Cyprus; 
violations of the Athens FIR; violations of the continental shelf; violations of 
national airspace; threats against the islands; and the question of western Thrace. I 
could expand on each one of these issues at length but I will not do so because every- 
one, as well as the public, knows about them. These are the actions of Turkey. Now 
we are extending the hand of brotherhood to Evren's junta so that we can say: Allies, 
we will march side by side; it does not matter that your soldiers and your tanks are 
in Cyprus and are trampling upon the sacred soil of the island. [applause] 


Over and above all this, participation within NATO also means supplying useful informa- 
tion to Turkey with regard to our country's armed forces. 
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It is strange that the special experiences of our country, experiences shared neither by 
Italy, West Germany, France nor Great Britain, have not yet taught us even the elemental 
alphabet of foreign policy. We know that NATO--and, for us, NATO was identified for 
years and continues to be identified with the United States of America--intervened in 
the country’s political life. The royal coup of 15 July 1975 was their work. We also 
know something else. The Prometheus plan, on the basis of which the colonels imposed 
their stark--NATOist--dictatorship in Greece, was based precisely on a NATO plan. 


We know that both NATO and the United States support openly and shamelessly, I would 
say, all Turkish claims. And they have refused and continue to refuse what our govern- 
ment has considered possible--to exert pressure upon Turkey. There was a myth that if 
Greece became difficult, the United States, in fear, would pressure Turkey. Why should 
the United States fear anything from the Greek Government which has never denied them 
anything? [applause] 


Over and above all this, we now approach the critical issue. PASOK argues and I argue 
that the conditions of the agreement mean the ceding of national sovereign rights. I 
say all this only within the certain limits allowed me. 


The prime minister was truly disturbed, he was greatly disturbed and insulted because 
we have said and have stressed that tragic Cyprus was the first victim of the agreement. 
From the moment that our withdrawal was officially and responsibly linked interna- 
tionally with the occupation of Cyprus, our return--while 38 percent of the island is 
still under occupation--cannot but inform the international public that, for us, the 
issue is closed. This is also what the Cypriots feel--not their official leaders who 
cannot stand up against the government of Greece, but the political forces of Cyprus. 
How can the Government of Greece accept as uniformed allies the same ones who are today 
violating Cyprus? This is unthinkable to me. [applause] 


Over and above Cyprus we come to the notorious question: Is the Greek airspace 6 or 10 
miles? It is clear that Greece has retreated from the 10 miles to 6. I would like to 
ask the prime minister if he remembers a dialogue which we had right here on 22 May 
1980. Speaking to the prime minister I said: "Mr Chairman, I thank the prime minister 
for the replies and explanations which he has given us. However, I would like to ask 
one more thing. Is the national airspace 10 or 6 miles?" Tne reply of Prime Minister 
Rallis was the following (pay attention): “The national airspace is 10 miles. It is 
questioned by the other side but, by Greek laws, we have established Greek airspace at 
10 miles and this is the Greek position.” Is this the Greek position? Is this the 
position of the government today? 


In 1978 Turkey altered the status of Smyrna. Until 1978, the sixth ATAF--the designa- 
tion of Smyrna headquarters--was under two Americans: as of July 1978 it was taken 
over by the Turks. The prime minister correctly observed that at that very moment it 
became a Turkish headquarters and operational control was in fact limited to Turkish 
air, land and sea space. This is true. However, under the agreement we have now 
accepted, an equivalent headquarters will be established--some say at Larisa and I have 
also heard Athens mentioned, but I am not sure. This is not important. This will be 
the seventh ATAF. For the first time we have the issue presented--and this is where 
the key to the issue lies--of how will operational control be divided between the 
sixth and seventh ATAF, between Smyrna and Larisa? This is the question. You would 
expect me to tell you that I know the answer. I will tell you what I know and what I 
can say. 
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A three-member military committee--made up of the Turkish admiral, the Greek admiral and 
the U.S. admiral in Naples--is entrusted to find, through protracted, difficult negotia- 
tions, where this dividing line will fall in the Aegean. When drawn, however, this line 
will at the same time also include all other limits which exist in airspace. [Athens TO 
VIMA in Greek on 23 October carried the text of Papandreou's speech which includes the 
following additional passage at this point: 


“Because this is a somewhat technical matter, permit me a few words on how the question 
Stands: 


"When we speak of operational control over airspace we speak of three completely 
different things: 


“The first is what is known in English as the ‘early warning area’ which, in the case 
of Greece, until 1974 while we were in NATO, ended east of the Athens FIR. The Athens 
FIR was debated so many times in the Chamber of Deputies that I do not think it is 
necessary for me to explain the tern. 


"The second is what is described as ‘tactical air operation.’ This concerns attacks, 
operations,--up to 1974 this area had the Athens FIR as its eastern limit--between our 
islands and the Turkish coastline. 


"There is something else described as ‘gross tell’ [as printed] which concerns the 
exchange of information. Starting from the Athens FIR, take 20 miles to the right. 
This is the area within which Turkey must report its flights to us. Take 20 miles to 
the west--I am speaking of 1974--and this is the area in which our own flights must be 
reported to Ankara. 


"Therefore we have these three areas and I have this to state: 


"When this notorious demarcation line between the sixth and seventh ATAF is found--it 
is not likely to go to the east it is only likely to move toward the west--all other 
limits will be drawn with it--the limits I have mentioned--and fundamentally this is 
our country’s air defense. 


"I believe that should this happen then the Athens FIR would be unable to operate as 
it has to date and it will also have to be moved to the west to the new demarcation 
line."] Now pay attention, there is an uncertainty here, however: When will this job 
finist i When will these negotiations lead to results? 


It is not known when and, if you wish, my forecast and belief is that they will never 
agree on any specific line. The question will remain unsolved and will be settled by 
the Americans either in Naples or in Brussels. This is the conclusion which I have 
sincerely reached after studying the issue. 


For me this is fundamentally a verbal dressing--this is the term used by our youth 
today--a verbal dressing of the basic Turkish demand that the status of 1974 should 
not be considered as the starting point for negotiations but that there should be 
another, uncertain and undefined status which, in the process, will be cleared up by 
this three-member committee. What is this? In essence this is a form of joint 
sovereignty--American, Turkish and Greek. Dear friends and colleagues, we thus have 
joint sovereignty over the Aegean. This is the raw truth and we must adjust to this 
truth and act accordingly. 


I would like, dear colleagues, to read to you a dialogue between Karamanlis and me. It 
is a short one. It is dated 16 January 1979: 


Papandreou: Is the government prepared to accept partition in the area of operational 
control zones (I am referring to airspace). 
Karamanlis: Why should it accept this? 
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Papandreou: I am asking, Mr Prime Minister. 

Karamanlis: Why should it accept partition? Are we traitors? Can you tell me that the 
government, any government would make concessions to another country at the expense of 
its own comntry’s interests? Why should it do such a thing? 


I did not reply to this question but I believe that today's events truly offer a final 
answer to this government prime minister and current president of the republic. 


The TO VIMA version adds at this point: 


"I do not have very much to tell you on sea space. The chief of the Naval Gereral Staff 
is kept in the position of responsibility, in other words he is responsible for Aegean 
sea space. It is, however, clear to me that the U.S. admiral in Naples is in a position 
to organize missions and to relegate responsibility either to Turkey or to Italy, or 
Greece or France in whichever direction you may wish. In other words, Naples has a)] the 
ability to order missions under the command of an officer who is not Creek I have not 
established this last fact. This is only my own conclusion, but it is <ot based on 
specific information, let us understand each other on this."] 


The government gives or wants to give the impression that it negotiated strongly with the 
Americans and Turks and that it managed to achieve the desired results: That Turkey--Evren 
and with junta--give in under the relentless blows of Greek foreignpolicy. And yet we 

know that the Rallis letter to Carter demonstrated the exact opposite. It showed that we 
were the beggars. This was proved by the letter and it would be interesting as well as 
useful if at some time we would be able to see this letter, or at least the party leaders 
in the Chamber of Deputies should see it. [indistinct interruption] Forgive me, Mr 
Minister, your time will come. [shouting, applause] 


What I consider unacceptable end insulting to the Greek people is the statement of the 
foreign minister made in the United States behind the backs of the government and the 

prime minister--that the question must be closed before elections are held. What right 
does he have to call upon a foreign power to follow domestic political developments and 
regulate its own foreign and defense policy on the dasis of the concern, and I would say 
certainty, that the people will elect PASOK into power during the next election? [applause] 


I would like to point out, for the benefit of the government's prime minister, that he 

is mistaken when he considers that now the basic provisions of the NATO agreement are 
applicable and that only technical issues--airspace, territorial waters and who has control, 
Turkey or Greece--only technical issues will be solved under the agreement. Therefore, 
there is no reason for the agreement to be presented to the Chamber of Deputies in 
accordance with article 28, paragraph two of the Constitution. 


This is a mistake because it is also very clear that it was necessary to have a great 
many years of negotiations. It is dear that the prime minister of that time, Karamanlis, 
withdrew Greece from NATO not because of technical details which can now be smoothed out, 
but because of vast national interests which were being affected by the NATO agreement. 
We cannot accept that today’s prime minister should state that these are secondary 
technical issues of a military nature. How much of a secondary issue is it if tomorrow 
this three-member committee sets for us a demmarkation line and we find our islands in 
the east Aegan belonging in someone else's airspace? To what deereee are these 

technical military issues? 


It was also stated by the government that the constitutional charter of the alliance 
does not require parliamentary approval and ratification. Let the constitutional charger 
of NATO state whatever it pleases. We have a Constitution and it is impossible for 
provisions of NATO's constitutional charter to override provisions of our Constitution. 
Unfortunately, this does apply with respect to the EEC. 
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Communal law overrides the Constitution as we have stressed here in the past. The NATO 
constitutional charter, however, does not override our Constitution. Consequently, it 
should have been presented here for ratification. 





In my opinion, we have here a violation of the Constitution. This is a stark violation 
of the Constitution. I therefore call upon the president of the republic to study the 
possibility--since he is not convinced that there is an obvious disharmony between the 
people's will and the Chamber--of whether or not he has the right, in accordance with 
the Constitution, to proclaim a plebiscite so that people from every corner of our land 
will be able to express themselves with a “yes” or a “no” on NATO. [applause] 


At the same time, the prime minister also has the obligation, when the opposition points 
out the vast significance of the issue, to apply the Constitution and recommend to the 
president of the republic to dissolve the Chamber due to a national issue of vast signifi- 
cance as provided for under the Constitution. The prime minister, however, does not seem 
prepared to accept the invitation. 


We await a plebiscite, we await elections; and we are certain that the people will win 
and that PASOK, which will effectively and determinedly protect national interests, will 
become the government so that the people and not NATO will be sovereign. [applause] 


We have said that we consider the agreement to be invalid and to undertake an obligation 
which we have no reason to undertake. When PASOK gains power it will be in a position to 
abrogate the agreement but, because we respect the Greek people, we want to say something 
else; when we come into the government we will present the Rogers agreement for considera- 
tion by the Chamber of Deputies of that time so that the Chamber can decide in a sovereign 
manner. [applause] [confused interruption] I believe that when your prime minister 
spoke we did not guffaw. 


I would like to make one final statement. PASOK does not wish to give parliamentary 
authority to this process which is a parody. [confused interruption] We will not walk 
out; we will sit it through until we see you on the rostrum. We will stay in order to 
force you to explain to the Greek people what you have done. [prolonged applause] 

[end recording] 


[Begin Defense Minister Averof recording] In his speech the chairman of PASOK gave two 
kinds of lessons to the government; one to the technicians who handled the issue and one 
to the military commanders who unanimously accepted the conclusion of the negotiations. 
These two kinds of lessons were one of patriotism and dignity, and one of intelligence. 


I accept the first lesson with humility because I believe that all those who are kneaded 
together with this nation in such a way that they have become one of its organic cells 
have the duty to listen to all lessons on patriotism co that perhaps they will find ways 
to improve themselves. I therefore thank the chairman of PASOK for his lesson on 
patriotism. However, I refuse to accept the lesson on intelligence because I do not 
imagine that many of you understood much of what he had to say either, and wi.it we did 
understand included horrible inaccuracies. 


I will reply to certain of these points. Others will reply to other points such as the 
question of legality and the violation of the Constitution in which the reply, I 
believe, will be closemouthed. 


I hereby request that I be allowed a pause in order to say that, when there was voting on 
another dire crime--the agreement on the EC--PASOK was absent and did not even sit down 
to discuss it. [applause] Perhaps this time it will sit down and vote against this 
issue as it has stated. 
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What has been the general pos’*tion of the chairman of PASOK? The old one: Out of 
NATO. To begin, I would like to observe that recentiy PASOK has undertaken an 
impressive and spectacular turn away from the one-party socialist countries toward 

the socialist parties of the West. I greet this turn and we are following it with 
interest. It is strange, however, that all Western socialist parties support NATO for 
the sake of their own countries’ security--all except PASOK. It also has other 
differences with them such as nonparticipation in the Socialist Ir*ernational; but, 
with respect to the security of their own countries, those parties favor participation 
in NATO while PASOK opposes it. 


I know the refrain and I know [indistinct interruption]. I thought that you would not 
interrupt me,as the chairman requested. I would have said it myself. I know the 
counterargument; that those parties, those countries have no arguments with any of the 
other NATO members. But as will be seen subsequently with regard to these differences, 
we will be in an incomparably stronger position to cope with them and serve our national 
interests than we would have been outside of NATO. This was clearly and excellently 
explained by the prime minister of the government. I will also make certain observations 
on this point. 


We have to deal with the security of our country, the security of all countries. This 
is the alpha and omega of the political thinking of every responsible man. Regarding 
this, we see that all Western parties, socialist or not, are gravely concerned about 
finding support somewhere. On the one hand, they see the general situation and, on 
the other, they see that one must find support somewhere because the beautiful but weak 
Third World is the only one that will suffer without basic assistance. Here, gentlemen, 
I world like to tell you that it is very correct to say that all Western parties, 
socialist parties included, all parties with the exception of the communist parties, 
even the Eurocommunists, support participation in NATO. They do so very correctly 
because the international horizon is very dark; it has rarely been so dark. 


In contrast with the Portuguese, Spanish, Italians, Belgians and Dutch, whose parties 
all favor NATO, we find ourselves in a more critical position from two aspects: one 

is that, with our weak frontiers, we are at one of the most critical crossroads of 

the world and certainly the most critical in Europe; the other is that neighboring 

our own area and within the broader region we have 2/3 of the world’s oil reserves. 

If, therefore, the parties of the West, socialist or not, have reasons to be interested 
in their countries’ memberships in NATO, then we have 10 times as many reasons for this. 
Yet it is at this very moment that PASOK has chosen to tell us that we must leave NATO 
and enter the Third World, to tell us that we must leave t’« alliance with which we 

most certainly have specific complaints but with which we are linked by traditional 
ties--cultural and strong economic ties. It has chosen this very moment when the horizon 
is so dark that all governments are concerned about future developments. 


So that I might possibly improve myself, I humbly accepted the lesson in patriotism 
from patriot Andreas Papandreou. For reasons of intelligence, however, I refuse to 
accept the lesson in intelligence from professor-politician Andreas Papandreou for the 
very simple reason that I fear that his words are far removed from reality; in 
addition, the details on which he relied in order to reach his conclusions are also far 
removed from reality. 


Il would like to note some of these details. I will not talk for long about the question 
of why we withdrew from NATO. This was explained very well by the prime minister along 
with the reasons of why are are returning. I will limit myself to saying that it was 
correctly stressed that, first, we look toward the end result in public affairs; in 
accordance with this end result we make our decisions. We must look at the reasons 
which led to that decision. The reasons were impressive--exercise of pressure, 
demonstration of active protest, insufficient results, the need to change. 
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Naturally, the chairman of PASOK is inured to change. [indistinct interruption] Naturally, 
on such a basic problem he ought to have forgiven us for this change. Changes in inter- 
national politics are daily matters. Woe to countries which, because once they have done 
something, refuse to change their policy. 


I will not deal for long with the issue of Cyprus because there is absolutely no basis to 
the statement that we are weakening Cyprus by our return to NATO. In what way is the just 
cause of the Cypriots being weakened’ Do international organizations mean a weakening? 
Do we weaken ourselves by returning to NATO? 


Apart from the Mekarios statement which the prime minister read, we also have other recent 
Statements. The Cyprus Government does not disagree on this. It is only PASUK which 
disagrees. The reason is another matter. On the contrary, we believe that within NATO-- 
with a politically and militarily stronger position--we would be in a better position to 
cope with the situation and to help our Cypriot brothers to finally find an acceptable 
solution. [prolonged applause] 


I now come to a question which has been very confused, or rather which ha: been greatly 
complicated even by the masterly tactics of PASOK’s chairman who discusses and criticizes 
more with slogans than with arguments. These are tactics which, when the slogans are vell 
placed--and he knows how to place them well--do influence many listeners. This is the 
question of the Aegean. The question of the 6 to 10 mile limit falls within this issue. 
How does this question, which is so greatly exploited by many and around which so much 
demagogy is conducted, truly stand? 


Fifty years ago we declared, through domestic lav, that littoral airspace has a width of 
10 miles. Almost everyone questions thi} We also have arguments tc support our own view- 
point. The others, however, also have arguments tosupport theirs. We do not give ground 
on ours. There is no instance when we did give in. I will come to the one mentioned by 
the chairman of PASOK. Our position is that, because we adopted this stand 50 years ago, 
the 10-mile limit applies. The others question it. 


How do we solve the problem? There are three ways: 1 -- To appeal to international arbi- 
tration, to an international court which will isswe a verdict which, as we will state in 
advance, we will accept so that this uncertainty and demagogy can come to an end; 

2 -- Because there is no international executive authority which, even if it issued a 
decision in our favor, could enforce the 10-mile limit, to enferce this limit on our own, 

in other words, to state and ensure that any aircraft of any government which flies between 
6 and 10 miles will be shot down; and 3 -- Extension of owr territorial waters trom 6 to 10 
miles. In this case, automatically and according to international law, our airspace will 
also become 10 miles. 


A careful and responsible study of the issue, however, led the Greek Government to conclude 
that it will never give up this right of extension of up to 12 [as heard]. We would only 
extend if it became unavoidable. However, on a temporary basis we do not do this because ve 
believe that it would generate various reactions. If we did this then the Soviet Union 
would dismantle its permanent anchorage, the greatest it has, at a distance of from 7 to 8 
miles from our own land, and it would have to seek elsewhere for a permanent anchorage 

for its Mediterranean fleet. We do not want such a thing to happen because we have 
friendly relations. [prolonged applause] 


These are the three ways for solving the problem: arbitration; enforcement of the issue 
through our airforce, something we could do as a last resort; or expansion of our territorial 
waters. Let PASOK tell us which one of these three solutions it would choose? 
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I mow come to the question of why we said that, with respect to NATO maneuvers, we acdept 
the 6-mile limit. I will not refer to the fact that this stand was adopted in 1962 
{indistinct interruption] in 1960 [correcting himself], and that the government of the 
center under patriot and democrat Yeoryios Papandreou, who also had absolute patriotic pride, 
did not object to it. They found it to be correct and natural and I will tell you why. 


From the moment we became part of NATO, as we were at that time, it was not important if 
for the sake of exercise we accepted the 6-mile limit. This is because in NATO maneuvers, 
conducted for the sake of training for war, there are no national or international areas. 
The maneuvers are conducted everwhere. They are conducted over Turkey, ower Creece. It 
is only during the planning stage, which is conducted with unanimity, that ve must also 
give our approval of the maneuver. It is then that everyone takes care and places certain 
sensitive areas outside the owerflight pattern because one does not want these areas to be 
observed. As for the remaining areas, there are no limits. 


During NATO maneuvers prior to 1974, we landed in Turkish airfields; they landed in Greek 
airfields. We conducted practice shooting on ranges within Turkey and they did the same on 
Greek ranges. There was no question of 6 or 10. Why then should we say “no, for maneuvers 
it is 10 and you cannot pass through"? Therefore, it is not important that we said ve 
recognize that pice of paper which defines the 6-mile limit for maneuvers. 


There are three categories of forces with certain subdivisons: forces which nations make 
available to the NATO commander in chief in which one part is under his absolute command 
and the other is under his command with certain prerequisites; those which have been made 
available for future placement under his command--earmarked for assignment; and others 
which are designated as “other forces”. It is these last forces which are made available 
to the comeender in chief upon the decision of each member government. He is in no position 
to tell us; I want so many--naturally if you are in, you cannot refuse to give anything-- 
but what and how much one can give depends upon oneself. 


There is also a written obligation signed by Greece and by all the other partners that at 
the start of every 6-month period or, in case of national emergency, the member has every 
right to withdraw its forces both from the first and the second categories and to bring 
them into the category of forces under the national command. Consequently, there is no 
question of our assigning them unless, as the chairman of PASCK stated, we have treasonous 
intentions, assign all of our forces, and give up any chance of getting themteck. 


The very same applies to the deployment of forces. Deployment, with the exception of the 
very first category, is undertaken by the staff of the member state. If, for example, it 
is believed that there is an Italian, not an Italian but some threat against the lonian 
Islands and the NATO commander in chief denies this, then the Greek Command is free 

to make the deployment according to its own judgement for coping with the threat. 


It is therefore impossible to say that we are joining and handing over our defense even if 
we assumed that all of NATO was hostile, an assumption which we do not accept. 


You see, therefore, that we have all sorts of guarantees. I had prepared notes to expend 
further but I believe I will limit myself to the main points which I will touch upon in 
the simplest manner sc that we can understand whether or not we are losing anything. 


I will limit myself to discussing two other questions. One is the FIR. The prime minister 
admitted that Smyrna headquarters’ jurisdiction, which is under a Turk who nevertheless 
carries out the duties of a NATO commander, for the time being stops at the Athens FIR. 
This is a fact and this is 4 succes. 
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What is the FIR? FIR, gentlemen, is not a frontier; it is a demarcation line provided 

for under the agreement of Chicago on international air communication under ICAO [Inter- 
national Civil Aviation Organization]. Under this agreement, Greece has control of air 
traffic on one side of the line. This is the FIR. It is not a frontier. There are 
questions here, as well, on which we have differences. One is whether the FIR applies 

only to civil aircraft but not to military aircraft. We argue that it also applies to mili- 
tary aircraft and that they must be announced. Others argue to the contrary. 


This then is the FIR. The question arises as to where this FIR will be located. At the 
moment it is situated where it has been. What will happen later will be defined by nego- 
tiations which will be conducted with us having a veto in the same way that others have it, 
with an equal position toward the others. [applause] 


It is here that the great importance of this agreement lies. Until now we discussed and 
negotiated to find conditions which would allow the lifting of the Turkish veto. This was 
the situation during the past 3 to 4 years. We did not agree because we refused to conm- 
promise. 


Today we enter with the authority of all the documents we have signed and with all the 
replies furnished by Davos. At the same time, if we had stayed out of the alliance, the 
Turks would have been the only Western ally in this entire area; it would have received 
even greater military aid and we would have had to rely upon our own forces for equipping 
our armed forces with our potential insufficient to guarantee our own armaments. We would 
also have had to face a spare parts problem because our materiel is nearly exclusively 
American. Favorable credits are also American and would be difficult to replace. 


For all these reasons, I believe that with this agreement we have offered an important 
service. I believe it has only one disadvantage; that it could not be published. It 
cannot be published because, unfortunately, it was given a high classification at NATO, 
and under this classification we could not publish it. However, not only the Turks know 
about it, dear colleages. It is known to your leader, to the briefed political leaders. 
It is known to our military staffs. Over and above this, the government has announced the 
essence of its contents and you cannot imagine that it is announcing lies when it is cer- 
tain that one day, which may not be too distant, the text will be published. Consequently, 
the fact is that the text is not being published, and I personally admit that I fail to 
understand why and am seeking the reason which obviously concerns us. I am sorry that the 
text is not being published so that each one of us can understand under what good and 
logical conditions we are returning to NATO. I reiterate that the text is not unknown to 
the briefed leaders. All of them saw it, our military staffs know it, we know it and, in 
the future, the entire Greek nation will know it. 


It is not permissible for the president of PASOK to consider that men like Davos, Gratsios, 
Kouris, Papaefstathiou and other honorable officers who worked with great devotion.... 
{interruption by Papandreou] 


Papandreou: What you are trying to say at this moment is totally unsuitable. [commotion] 
Averof: Why, Mr President, you tell us.... [interruption by Papandreou] 


Papandreou: Because, I also respect the officers about which you just spoke. This, however 
does not mean that the government has the right to blame the responsibility which it 
carries absolutely as a political government upon the men and officers and staff officers 
of the Greek Army. [applause] In addition you know, Mr Minister, that the staff, those 
who are on it in uniform , do not have the opportunity to express their views in public 

or to deny what you are saying tonight. How can they tell the Greek people directly how 
they evaluate this agreement when they do not have the right? And why do you refer to them? 
What does this peculiar and strange reference offer you? [applause] 
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Averof: I have one more thing to say about your statement. Full responsibility lies with 
the government and we claim this responsibility and initiative. There is no doubt about 
this. I am howev:r obliged to mention it because it refers to excellent officers who 
cooperated in this task. These are officers and men of excellent stature who believe that, 
if there was not just reason but the slightest concession, they would not have participated 
in it. [applause] It is only in this sense that I refer to them and not to place respon- 
sibility on them. The responsibility is ours and we claimit. [applause] 


Dear colleagues, these simple words which I believe are very clear and are based upon 
documents are the ones to which we refer from this official rostrum on the issue. This 
is what we will reiterate in a year from the election balconies to the Greek people who, 
with their experience and wisdom, will surely approve with their crushing majority. 


[prolonged applause] 


The few who are creating a furor around the agreement without knowing anything of general 
policy, apart from the slogans handed out to them, these few noisemakers who ride in private 
cars brandishing electronic loudspeakers, these lamentable heirs of the village, these few 
are not the Greek people. Luckily we have gone through a tempestuous life. We have lived 
through great storms and we were not intimidated by other furors much more threatening, 

long lasting and terrible. We will not be intimidated now by these furors. We will stand 
upright in the service of the Greek nation, calmly awaiting their verdict. [prolonged 
applause] [End recording] 


WILLY BRANDT ENDS VISIT AFTER AWARD BY ATHENS CITY 
AT261000 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1930 GMT 25 Oct 80 


[Text] Chairman of the Socialist Democratic Party of the Federal Republic of Germany 
Willy Brandt left Athens at noon today. Earlier, Athens Municipality awarded to Brandt 
the city’s gold medal of honor at a special ceremony at Athens Municipality. 


The Municipal Council's resolution on the award stresses the award is made in recognition 
of Brandt's contribution to the struggle of the Greek people and their resistence organi- 
zations against the 7-year dictatorship. Mayor Beis, inaddressing Brandt, stressed the 
city of Athens proclaims Brandt an honorary citizen. 


Replying, Brandt expressed gratitude for the honor awarded to him by the most ancient, as 
he described it, municipal authority in Europe, the Municipality of Athens, and referred 
to the problems, political, economic and ecologic, faced by the world today. 


HUNGARIAN JUSTICE MINISTER MARKOJA BRIEFED DURING VISIT 

AT221405 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1230 GMT 22 Oct 80 

[Text] Minister of Justice Imre Markoja, who is on a visit to Greece, today visited the 
State Council and the Supreme Court. He was briefed on their operation by the president 
of the Supreme Court and the prosecutor general. Markoja was accompanied by Vingelis, 
secretary general of the Greek Ministry of Justice. 


Tomorrow the minister will visit the prison of Tirins and the archeological sites of 
Mycinae and Epidaurus. 
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CUMHURIYET SEES CARTER'S CYPRUS REMARKS AS ELECTION TALK 
NC270929 Istanbul CUMHURIYET in Turkish 25 Oct 80 pp 1, 7 


{Excerpts} In a statement after Greece's reintegration into NATO, President Carter 
said: "Now it is the turn of the Cyprus dispute to be resolved." In a way, Carter has 

a right to talk in this manner, because the event [the integration] should be considered 
an achievement for the White House. The election winds blowing in Washington may have 
pushed Carter into making an investment in the Greek Cypriot sector. 


However, the repercussions which this statement has caused in Turkey and in the Turkish 
Cypriot sector are likely to create negative situations in the future. TFSC President 
Denktas characterized Carter's statement on Cyprus as an “interference” and criticized 
Washington “for talking as if it is going to resolve the Cyprus dispute itself." This 
is how Cyprus looks at it. But Carter's words have created some effects in Turkey as 
well. It is sufficient for the time to say that Turkey, which is aware of the fact that 
it is carrying the responsibility of an extraordinary period, is looking at the matter 
with patience and temperance. It should not be forgotten that there is some sensitivity 
against “American interference" in every sector of Turkey. 


Under these circumstances, President Carter's immoderate words would naturally cause 
some discomfort in Ankara. 


However, it is unlikely for the President, who has been carried away by the excitement 
of the forthcoming elections, to be able to take such delicate matters into account while 
winking at the Greek Cypriots. 


HURRIYET CITES U.S. PRESSURE FOR AEGEAN, CYPRIOT SETTLEMENTS 
NC271921 Istanbul HURRIYET in Turkish 26 Oct 80 pp 1, 11 


[Excerpts] The pressure brought to bear on Greece by the United States for the purpose 
of strengthening the southeastern wing of NATO at a time when a hot war is raging in the 
Middle East has begun to yield results, and it has been announced that Turkey and Greece 
will meet in December to discuss thi: Aegean issue. 


While efforts are being exerted toward resolving the Aegean dispute between Turkey and 
Greece, diplomatic circles in Ankara say that TFSC President Denktas has reached an 
“important” identity of views with Head of State Kenan Evren and Prime Minister Bulent 
Ulusu as well as with other competent officials in talks he has had in Ankara. These 
circles also report that Denktas has been briefed on international contacts. It is further 
maintained by the same circles that the negotiations may pave the way to a definite solu- 
tion of the Cyprus dispute. 


On the other hand, circles close to the Foreign Ministry have stated that the heretofore 
determined Turkish foreign policy has not changed in any way and that Turkey's views on 
the Cyprus and the Aegean issues are known. In view of this, Turkey supports the idea 
of settling the Cyprus issue through intercommunal talks in a manner which would protect 
the rights of both communities. 


Previous Cyprus talks were obstructed by the Greek Cypriots. Diplomatic circles have 
asserted however that this time the United States could exercise pressure on Greece and 
Greece could do the same on the Greek Cypriots for the furtherance of the intercommunal 
negotiations. 
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LEADERS MEET DENKTAS, SUPPORT TURKISH CYPRIOT POSITIONS 
General Evren Statement 
TA241600 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1400 GMT 24 Oct 80 


[Text] The president of the Turkish Federated State of Cyprus, Rauf Denktas, began his 
official contacts in Ankara this morning. After his visit to the Ataturk Mausoleum, 
Denktas met with Minister of State and Deputy Prime Minister Zeyyat Baykara and with Prime 
Minister Bulent Ulusu separately. Denktas was received by Head of State Gen Kenan Evren 
at 1430. 


In a Statement at the meeting, Denktas said that the Turkish Cypriots were grateful to 
Turkey. Denktas said: You have, at the last moment, saved the only motherland of the 
Turkish people. [sentence as heard] You have made a great sacrifice in the path of demo- 
cracy through Ataturkish principles. 


Also speaking at the meeting, General Evren said: The motherland will always be on your 
Side. As we have always stated, a bicommunal, bizonal federal system and the security of 
the Turkish Cypriot community are our primary conditions. We wish ‘hat the intercommunal 
talks, which have resumed in a bid to realize these, will continue with success and that 
a definite solution will be reached. We will surely extend every possible aid on this 
issue. 


Denktas will meet with Foreign Minister Ilter Turkmen at 1730. Denktas and Turkmen will 
later hold a joint news conference in connection with the talks. 





Ulusu Statement 
TA242021 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 24 Oct 80 


[Excerpts] The president of the Turkish Federated State of Cyprus, Rauf Denktas, who 
arrived on an official visit in Ankara yesterday, has concluded his contacts. Denktas 
visited the Ataturk Mausoleum this morning; he placed a wreath, paid his respects and 
singed the special book at the m---soleum. Denktas met with Minister of State and Deputy 
Prime Minister Zeyyat Baykara at 1000. Denktas then called on Prime Minister Bulent Ulusu 
at 1100. Foreign Minister Ilter Turkmen and the minister of foreign affairs, defense and 
tourism of the federated state, Kenan Atakol, were also present at the meeting. Ulusu gave 
a luncheon in honor of Denktas at the foreign visitors mansion. 


In a statement at the luncheon, Ulusu said that the services rendered by Denktas in all 

the phases of the Cyprus problem, which is a national cause, have earned him historic impor- 
tance. Ulusu also expressed his happiness in welcoming Denktas to Ankara as the president 
of the Turkish Federated State of Cyprus and extended his government's greetings to the 
Turkish Cypriots. Noting that, through the courage and sacrifice of the motherland and the 
Turkish Cypriots, great steps have been taken in the Cypriot cause, Ulusu added that the 
Turkish Cypriots are now living in freedom and security in their own region and that they 
are trying to complete their economic development. Ulusu said that Turkey will extend 

all possible aid to the Turkish Cypriots in this field as well. Expressing his satisfac- 
tion that the intercommunal talks, which resumed as a result of efforts by UN Secretary 
General Waldheim, are continuing in a positive atmosphere, Ulusu expressed the wish that 
the talks will lead to a just and lasting settlement that will serve world peace. 


Also speaking at the luncheon, Denktas thank-d the Turkish Government on behalf of the Turkish 
Cypriot community. Noting that the Turkish administrators had shouldered a great responsi- 
bility in order to restore democracy in Turkey through Ataturkist principles, despite the 
difficult conditions , Denktas added that these people were determined to help the Turkish 
Cypriots. 
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Denktas called on Foreign Minister Ilter Turkmen at his office at 1730. Im a statement 
before the meeting, Turkmen said that, at the meeting, they would assess the results achieved 
at the intercommunal talks in Cyprus. Denktas said that the fact that those who were closely 
connected with the Cyprus problem and its phases are not in power is the greatest guarantee 
for the Turkish Cypriots. Noting that he favored the continuation of the Cyprus intercommunal 
talks and a positive outcome, "enktas added that, however, this could not be achieved by 

one of the parties alone. He said that the Creek Cypriots have to accept the principle 

of Turkish Cypriot partnership. Stressing that this was one of the major principles, 

Denktas said that this principle meant a federal system composed of units with equal 
political rights. Denktas said: If they want a real federation, which they say they 

want, then we also want that. Then they should accept this equality. 


Denktas and the delegation accompanying him will leave Turkey tomorrow. 
Denktas Concludes Visit 
TA250929 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 0900 GMT 25 Oct 80 


[Text] The president of the Turkish Federated State of Cyprus, Rauf Denktas, who has ” 
concluded his official contacts in Ankara, left Turkey by air this morning. Denktas was 

seen off with a military ceremony at Ankara's Esenboga Airport by Prime Minister Bulent 

Ulusu. Foreign Minister Ilter Turkmen also attended the ceremony. 


In a statement at the airport before his departure, Denktas said that he exchanged views in 
full agreement [with Turkish officials] on the current situation of the Cyprus problem. 
Expressing satisfaction over his contacts in Ankara, Denktas said: I am returning to the 
island stronger than before. 


TERCUMAN COMMENTS ON DENKTAS' VISIT TO ANKARA 
NC270902 Instanbul TERCUMAN in Turkish 26 Oct 80 p 4 
[Article by Fahir Armaoglu: "“Denktas' Visit"] 


[Text] Denktas’* visit to Ankara the other day and the contacts he had with Turkish 
authorities were undoubtedly closely linked with Greece's return to the military wing of 
NATO. Although Turkish Government circles have refrained from establishing a link between 
the Cyprus issue and Greece's reintegration into NATO, it is impossible to deny the 
existence of such a link. Naturally, there is no organic or legal link between the two 
issues. But we cannot help seeing the existence of a political link. 


The understanding and goodwill shown by Turkey toward Greece on the subject of NATO has 
created great, but probably somewhat unnecessary, optimism in the West from the point of 
view of Turkish-Greek relations. Purposely or otherwise, the statements of the Greek 
authorities have provoked this optimism. In this atmosphere, the West appears to be 
expecting new and positive developments in the Cyprus question. This being the case, both 
Turkey and the TFSC have felt the necessity of pursuing a careful policy and of making 

a new appraisal of the situation. 


We do not doubt that the goodwill gesture shown by Turkey will greatly influence the talks 

which will be held in the UN General Assembly next month. This requires the Turkish 

Cypriot side to be very careful during the intercommunal talks until the UN General 

Assembly resolution is issued. This is one of the reasons that have prompted the Ankara _ 
talks. 


However, all this should not be interpreted as meaning that Turkey will adopt a new and mellow 
policy on the Cyprus question. On this occasion we wish to draw attention to certain 
important points connected with Denktas' visit to Ankara. 
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President Denktas was met by the prime minister and the foreign minister at the airport in 
Ankara. We believe that this is the first time Denktas has been welcomed in this manner. 

Another point is the extremely complimentary words which the honorable head of state used 

in speaking about President Denktas. 


All this indicates that the Turkish Government fully supports Denktas. This is indeed a 
great advantage for Denktas in the intercommunal talks. Nevertheless, we also wish to draw 
attention to the difference between the tough statemert Denktas made, particularly about 
the United States, at his arrival in Ankara and the nellow and dignified attitude he adopted 
after his contacts. It is understood that the Turkish Government is justifiably deeming 

ict fit to preserve, at least for a while, the mellow atmosphere which has come about through 
its contribution. For this purpose it has chosen a resolute but mellow policy. 


FOREIGN MINISTER DEPLORES IMPOSITION OF VISA REQUIREMENTS 
TA241528 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1510 GMT 24 Oct 80 


[Text] Ankara, 24 Oct (AA)--Foreign Minister Ilter Turkmen “regrets” the decision of 
Benelux countries to require visas from Turkish citizens wishing to enter their territory. 


He added the Turkish Government had already decided on certain administrative measures 
which would render it unnecessary for other countries to require visas, and further plans 
were being made for legislative measures as well. 


PRESS REACTIONS TO GREECE'S REINTEGRATION INTO NATO 


NC241159 [Editorial report] On 23 October 1980, CUMHURIYET, on pages 1 and 7, carried 
comments from former Natioxal Defense Minister Hasan Esat Isik on Greece's reintegration 
into the military wing of NATO. In this connection, Isik says: “The Turkish Government 
has taken a bold decision on the assumption that Greece will behave sensibly in the future." 
Stating that Greece should be overjoyed at Turkey's consent to its return to NATO--before 
the areas of control and responsibility over the Aegean have been determined--Isik adds: 
“And yet, Greece is organizing demonstrations which are protesting its return to the 
military wing of NATO. And Greek Premier Rallis proclaims that Greece will not forego its 
claims over the Aegean. These actions do not augur well.” 


Isik further states that for a valid evaluation of Greece's return to the military wing 

of NATO, one has to become familiar with all the details of the Rogers plan, and adds: 

"If Greece continues to maintain its excessive claims after its return, Turkish-Greek 
relations will become more tense than they are today, and eventually, the southern flank 
of NATO stands to gain nothing from Greece's return." Isik continues: "If Turkey's con- 
sent is not to prejudice its rights and responsibilities, we must be very careful about 

the military plans of NATO concerning the Aegean. In addition to seeing that our control 
and responsibilities within NATO extends to the middle of the Aegean, we must also insist 
on the disarmament of the Greek islands and on the reduction of the Greek area of control 
at Limni to reasonable dimensions. Furthermore, Turkey and Greece must jointly determine 
their national airspace, so that the Turkish and Greek forces do not oppose each other and 
are positioned according to the joint defense needs of NATO. If we fail to show the neces- 
sary sensitivity, NATO military headquarters may adopt decisions--as it did in the past-- 
which could facilitate the creation of anti-Turkey faits accomplis by Greece in the Aegean. 
Greece must not abuse the confidence placed in it for the future. I hope it will not. 
Because Turkish and Greek relations may then assume great dimensions. If, however, Greece 
fails to show sagacity, we must not forget that Turkey comes first, followed by our responsi- 
bilities as a member of NATO, and we must act accordingly.” 
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On 23 October 1980, MILLIYET, on pages 2 and 8, carried a commentary by Sami Kohen: 
"Athens" Return.” The commentator says: “After secret negotiations and bargaining, which 
lasted for several weeks, Greece has at last reentered the military wing of NATO. This 

is a gratifying development for those who favor the improvement of Turkish-Greek relations 
and who do not wish to see the NATO defense system weakened in the region." "In fact, 

the Rogers formula introduces an ‘interim regime’ concerning the question of control and 
command areas in the Aegean. The status which Greece had preserved before 1974, when 

it abandoned the military flank of NATO, is no longer valid. At this moment, there is 

not an established status. A temporary arrangement is coming into force whose technical 
details are as yet unknown. The definite status of the control and command areas will 

be determined through subsequent negotiations." 


The writer then goes on to say: “By consenting to the Rogers plan, Greece has, at one 
point, made an important concession. As will be remembered, Athens wanted to return to 
the pre-1974 status." 


After explaining the reasons which had led to Greece's departure from NATO, Kohen 
continues: “In the end, Athens must have realized that this sentimental reaction served 
no useful purpose, for the Cyprus dispute has not been resolved as a result. A section of 
the Greek Cypriot community and the Greek opposition consider Greece's reintegration into 
NATO, before any improvements have been made toward the settlement of the Cyprus dispute, 
as a substantial concession. However, the Greek Government appears to have sensed that 
its return to NATO cannot be used as a weapon in the Cyprus dispute, and that if it was 
used, it would boomerang.” 


After dwelling on the advantages to Turkey of Greece's return to the military wing of 

NATO, the writer says: “By agreeing to Greece's return to NATO, Turkey has had to 

forego its right of veto, but in evaluating this, we must take into account ‘the sacrifices’ 
Greece has made. What was the purpose of keeping Greece out of NATO or constantly looking 
upon it as an enemy? What would be the value of a veto, if Greece eventually decided to 
abandon NATO altogether? Those who think that this formula serves Greece's interests more 
than Turkey's should pay attention to what the Greek opposition is saying.” 


On 23 October 1980 TERCUMAN, on page 4, carried an article by Fahir Armaoglu: “Greece 

in NATO.” Among other things, the writer says: "The West has been highly gratified by 
Greece's return to NATO, saying that the southeastern flank of NATO has again gained 
strength. At this moment, it is difficult for us to share this optimism. Because this 
flank is now divided into two separate headquarters, one in Izmir and the other in Larissa, 
whereas in the past there was only one headquarters, in Izmir. "The southeastern flank 
has thus lost its integral status and it has been converted into a system of 
‘cooperation. The effectiveness of this cooperation from now on depends on the importance 
which Greece will attach to its relations with Turkey. Otherwise, nothing much can be 
achieved through the present agreement, and the military structure and the plans of the 
southeastern flank may have to undergo extremely serious changes." The writer then 
concludes: “Time will reveal everything. Turkey has ventured a gesture of goodwill. 

What is actually important is the proper evaluation of this good will by Greece and our 
Western allies. It is particularly important that this goodwill should not be based on 
binding situations. Another important aspect is that it is now Greece's turn to show some 
effort.” 


FOREIGN MINISTRY MEETINGS WITH GREECE SCHEDULED FOR DECEMBER 


TA260720 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 0500 GMT 26 Oct 80 


[Text] The problems between Turkey and Greece will be discussed in bilateral meetings 

to be held in December in Athens and Brussels. The meetings will be held at the level 
of the secretaries general of the Foreign Ministries of the two countries. The 

first of the meetings will be held in Athens on 3 and 4 December. The Aegean Sea, Aegean 
airspace and Aegean continental shelf issues will be discussed. 











END OF 
FICHE 


DATE FILMED 
[0-23 59 

















